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District  "of  Massachusetts,  w  ivif .' 

District  Clfi-k^s  Offic^. 
^E  IT  REMEMBERED,  that  on  the  sixteenth  day  of  November,  A.  D. 
3813,  and  in  the  thirtj-eighth  year  of  the  Independence  of  the  United  States  of 
America,  IsaiaJi  Thomas,  junior,  of  the  said  district,  has  deposited  in  this  office 
the  title  of  a  book,  the  right  whei-eof  he  claims  as  proprietor,  in  the  words  fol- 
lowing, to  -wit :  '•  Review  of  a  Book  entitkd,  "  ihe  Grounds  of  Christianity  ex- 
amined, by  comparing  the  New  Testament  with  the  Old,  by  Geoi-ge  Bethune 
English,  A.  M.    By  Samuel  Caiy,  one  of  the  Ministers  of  the  Chapel,  Boston. 
^iice  mens  tamdira^  miserrin.e — 
Imjmlit  his  cingi  telis  /    Qiio  rids  .'— Virg." 
In  conformity  to  the  act  of  the  congress  f>f  the  United  States,  intitled,  "An 
act  for  the  encouragement  of  learning,  by  securing  the  copies  of  maps,  charts, 
and  books,  to  the  authors  and  proprietors  of  such  copies,  during  the  times  there™ 
in  mentioned ;"  and  also  to  an  act  intitled,  "  an  act  supplementary  to  an  act, 
intitled,  An  act  for  the  encouragement  of  learning,  by  securing  the  copies  of 
maps,  charts,  and  books  to  the  authors  and  proprietors  of  such  copies,  during 
the  times  therein  mentioned  ;  and  extending  the  benefits  thereof  to  the  arts  of 
designing,  engraving,  and  etching  historical  and  other  prints." 

■i^'TT  T  T  A  nT  c    cz^AixT^  Clerk  of  tlic  distvict 
\\ ILLIAM  S.  SHAW^  ^j.  Massachusm. 


/  THINK  it  necessary  to  say  in  justice 
to  myself  that  the  whole  of  this  Review  was 
written  and  printed  in  four  weeks.  This  is 
not,  I  am  sensible,  an  apology  for  any  of  its 
errors  in  point  of  argument.  But  it  may 
serve  to  excuse  the  mere  faults  of  composition^ 
^c.  especially  when  it  is  considered,  that  some 
answer  to  Mr,  English's  book  was  thought 
by  many  friends  of  Christianity  to  be  indispen- 
sable, before  the  public  attention  to  that  work 
had  subsided, 
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REVIEW. 


SECTION    I. 

JLHE  Christian  religion,  as  it  is  well 
known  to  all  believers,  rests  upon  a  rock  of 
adamant  and  cannot  be  subverted  by  man. 
For  this,  under  the  care  of  divine  providence, 
it  is  principally  indebted  to  mjidelity — to  the 
severe  scrutiny  which  it  has  been  compelled 
to  receive,  and  to  an  open  and  thorough  dis- 
cussion of  its  pretensions.  There  is  nothing 
to  excite  alarm  therefore  in  the  publication  of 
infidel  opinions,  if  there  is  a  reasonable  pre- 
sumption that  the  object  is  to  discover  truth ; 
and  if  the  author  contents  himself  with  stating 
what  appears  to  him  to  be  valid  objections  to 
Christianity,  without  descending  to  frivolous 
cavils  or  to  slander.     We  ought  rather  to  en= 


courage  these  investigations,  I  speak  in  refer- 
ence to  their  ultimate  effect  upon  the  cause  of 
truth,  because  we  know  that  the  gospel  is  ca- 
pable of  being  most  completely  defended* 
The  arguments  of  infidelity  were  all  display- 
ed during  the  last  century  in  every  possible 
shape  and  by  men  of  no  ordinary  skill.  There 
really  was  nothing  omitted,  which  could  be 
supplied  by  metaphysical  subtlety,  or  wit,  or 
imagination,  or  vanity,  or  malice,  to  overthrow 
the  gospel ;  and  there  certainly  can  be  no 
presumption  in  saying,  what  is  so  well  known 
to  every  well  informed  theologian,  that  all 
these  arguments  were  distinctly  met  and  re- 
futed ;  and  that  infidelity,  having  been  com- 
pelled to  abandon  one  post  after  another,  and 
been  foiled  at  all  its  weapons,  at  length  shrunk 
from  the  contest.  For  years  the  publication 
of  an  infidel  work  has  been  a  rare  occurrence. 
It  is  another  question  how  far  the  appear- 
ance of  a  work,  which  aims  to  destroy  the  di- 
vine authority  of  the  gospel,  is  favourable  to 
the  public  morals  ;  or  how  far  a  man  can  be 
justified  in  placing  in  the  hands  of  people  who 
have  no  means  of  answering  his  arguments,  a 


book,  which  endeavours  to  unsettle  thehniiinda 
and  to  efflice  their  religious  principles,   im- 
pressions and  associations,  without  substitut- 
ing any  thing  equally  valuable  in  their  place. 
That  the  belief  and  practice  of  Christianity  is, 
in  the  present  state  of  society,  essential  to 
public  virtue  and  happiness  ;  that  the  peculiar 
obligations  which  it  imposes  upon  its  disciples 
to  live  well,  are  salutary  ;  that  its  fconsolations 
and  hopes  are  in  some  situations  of  life  the 
only  means  of  saving  men  from  despair ;  that 
wherever  it  has  been  rightly  understood,  and 
has  actually  exerted  its  genuine  influence,  the 
condition  of  mankind  has  been  so  far  improv- 
ed— can  be  denied  by  no  candid  man  w^hether 
believer  or  unbeliever.     It  would  be  folly  to 
deny  this,  and  accordingly  thus  much  has 
generally  been  conceded,  by  those  who  have 
undertaken  to  show  that  the  pretensions  of 
Christ  himself  to  be  a  divine  messenger  are 
without  foundation.     What  motive  then  can 
be  strong  enough  to  justify  an  upright  man  in 
thus  endeavouring  to  ruin  the  best  comforts  of 
his  fellow  citizens  and  hazarding  the  general 
peace  of  society  ?  Most  certainly  nothing  but 
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his  supreme  regard  for  the  honour  of  God  and 
the  cause  of  truth,  and  a  dehberate  and  firm 
conviction  that  it  is  upon  the  whole  his  duty 
to  expose  what  he  beUeves  to  be  errors  dis- 
honourable to  God  and  injurious  to  his  crea- 
tures. If  this  is  his  motive,  it  is,  as  far  as  it 
respects  himself,  a  good  one  ;  and  however 
deplorable  may  be  his  mistake,  he  has  a  right 
to  be  heard  and  answered  with  respect.  But 
before  he  has  brought  his  mind  into  this  state, 
we  have  a  right  to  require  that  he  should 
thoroughly  understand  the  Christian  religion 
and  the  mass  of  facts  and  arguments  by  which 
it  is  supported ; — that  he  should  bestow  upon 
it  all  that  care,  and  labour,  and  perseverance, 
and  fidelity,  to  which  it  is  entitled  by  its  own 
intrinsic  importance,  and  its  general  reception, 
and  the  learning  and  virtue  of  its  friends ; 
that  he  should  fairly  convince  himself  by  a 
calm  view  of  the  consequences  of  this  public 
opposition  to  the  religion  of  his  countr}^  that 
he  can  do  more  good  as  a  lover  of  God  and 
man  by  the  diffusion,  than  by  the  suppression 
or  cautious  avowal  of  his  opinions. 


There  is  also  something  further  to  be  con- 
sidered. Before  this  man  can  stand  complete- 
ly justified  for  an  act  of  this  dangerous  ten- 
dency, we  have  a  right  to  demand  evidence 
from  the  work  itself  \hdX  he  is  in  fact  govern- 
ed by  this  most  sacred  and  paramount  motive, 
and  by  nothing  else.  If  he  really  has  nothing 
in  view  but  truth,  it  must  appear  by  a  gen» 
erous  and  candid  statement  of  the  reasoninf^ 
of  his  antagonists  as  well  as  his  own  ;  by 
meeting  what  is  unfavourable  to  him  in  all  its 
force.  There  must  be  nothing  studiously 
concealed  or  evaded,  no  polemical  finesse,  no 
arguing  for  the  sake  of  victory,  no  magnify  in  p- 
of  unimportant  circumstances,  no  wilful  mis- 
representations. If  he  can  produce  any  new 
facts  he  must  disclose  without  reserve  the 
sources  from  which  they  are  drawn,  and  their 
evidence.  If  his  arguments  or  conclusions 
only  are  new,  and  his  mind  is  thus  brought 
into  competition  with  a  host  of  other  powerful 
minds,  there  ought  at  least  to  be  an  appear- 
ance of  distrust  and  deference  in  delivering 
them ;  there  should  be  nothing  offensively 
dogmatical  and  peremptory,  because  this 
B  ^ 
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never  fails  to  indicate  an  ignorant  and  a  vain 
man.  If  what  he  delivers  is  not  new,  it  ought 
to  be  frankly  acknowledged  ;  and  if  the  rea- 
sons, which  he  thus  deems  worthy  of  being 
repeatedly  brought  into  view,  have  been  re- 
futed, or  attempted  to  be  refuted,  he  must 
point  out  distinctly  the  particular  parts  of  the 
reasoning  of  his  opponents,  which  to  his  mind 
are  unsatisfactory.  And  above  all  we  have  a 
right  to  demand  that  he  should  never  forget 
the  respect  which  he  owes  to  that  great  body 
of  men  who  are  firm  believers  in  Christianity, 
who  have  adopted  it  after  the  most  deliberate 
and  satisfactory  investigation,  to  whom  it  is 
the  source  of  unspeakable  happiness,  and 
whose  love  of  truth  and  of  the  Supreme  Being 
is,  to  say  the  least,  as  ardent  as  his  own.  His 
book  must  therefore  be  free  from  mere  idle 
declamation,  from  an  improper  display  of  wit 
or  ridicule,  from  malignant  insinuations,  from 
low  abuse. 

If  all  these  marks  of  uprightness,  of  candour, 
and  of  humility  are  visible  in  the  writings  of 
an  unbeliever  in  Christianity,  we  may  regret 
that  such  a  mind  and  such  affections  should 
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have  wandered  so  far  astray  ;  but  we  may  not 
doubt  his  sincerity ;  because  there  can  be  no 
stronger  evidence  of  sincerity.  If  the  reverse 
of  all  this  is  true,  whatever  may  be  his  pre- 
tended devotion  to  God  and  truth,  it  is  suffi- 
ciently plain  that  this  is  not  the  real  motive  of 
his  conduct.  He  has  acted  from  very  diifer- 
ent  and  very  corrupt  principles.  He  has  de- 
prived  himself  of  the  only  plea,  which  can  at  all 
justify  a  systematic  attempt  to  demolish  the 
great  support  of  public  virtue ;  and  he  de- 
serves the  strongest  indignation  of  an  insulted 
and  injured  community. 

There  is  a  vast  difference  between  a  public 
opposition  to  the  Christian  religion  itself,  and 
an  attack  on  the  particular  system  of  either  of 
the  different  parties  among  Christians ;  and 
therefore  the  two  cases  are  not  to  be  determin- 
ed by  the  same  principles.  In  the  disputes, 
among  men  v/ho  acknowledge  the  divine  au- 
thority of  Jesus  Christ,  the  great  object  is  to 
ascertain  what  he  did  in  fact  teach,  what  is 
the  real  character  of  his  religion,  which  among 
the  contradictory  theories  that  have  been  em-^ 
braced  by  his  followers  are  false  and  therefore 
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of  dangerous  tendency ;— and  these  disputes^ 
are  justified  by  a  maxim  held  in  common  by 
all  believers,  that  it  is  of  extreme  importance 
to  mankind  that  this  revelation  of  the  v^ill  of 
God  should  be  rightly  understood,  and  purifi- 
ed from  error.  When  the  views  which  are 
taken  of  the  gospel  by  one  particular  sect,  and 
which  have  impeded  its  practical  good  effects, 
are  found  to  be  erroneous ;  more  perfect 
views  are  immediately  substituted  in  their 
place.  A  cloud  passes  off  from  this  great 
light ;  our  faith  becomes  more  rational,  more 
firm,  and  more  affecting  ;  and  our  practice, 
which  is  always  determined  by  the  strength 
Gfoi^r  faith  or  principles,  becomes  more  cor- 
rect and  honourable.  It  is  desirable  that  dis- 
cussions of  this  sort  should  be  as  explicit  and 
as  public  as  is  possible,  because  in  this  man- 
ner the  discovery  of  truth  as  it  is  in  Jesus  be- 
comes more  generally  interesting,  and  when 
discovered  is  more  generally  embraced.  And 
the  principal  inconvenience  which  has  been 
found  to  result  from  this  spiritual  warfare— 
the  mutual  animosities  of  violent  men  on  dif- 
ferent sides-^is  overbalanced  by  the  immense 
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advantages  conferred  upon  society  by  the  dif- 
fusion of  just  sentiments  of  Christianity,  and 
the  influence  of  these  just  sentiments  upon 
the  public  morals. 

But  when  the  attack  is  made  upon  the  gos- 
pel itself,  it  is  done  with  no  intention  or  hope 
of  substituting  in  its  place  a  system  better 
adapted  to  human  virtue  or  felicity.  The  in- 
fidel knows  perfectly  well  that  if  the  evidence 
alleged  in  defence  of  Christianity  as  a  divine 
revelation  is  insufficient  to  establish  that  claim, 
there  is  no  other  religion  now  existing  which 
can  support  its  pretensions  to  this  character ; 
and  he  knows  also,  I  mean  if  he  has  informa- 
tion enough  to  entitle  him  to  write  upon  the 
subject  at  all,  that  the  obligations  and  sanc- 
tions of  natural  religion  are  far  less  effectual  in 
reforming  a  vicious  community  than  those  of 
a  religion  believed  to  have  proceeded  from 
the  Supreme  Being.  No  person  who  has  con- 
sidered the  state  of  the  world  before  and  since 
the  promulgation  of  Christianity  can  have  any 
doubt  upon  this  point.  The  questions  there- 
fore which  this  man  must  settle  with  himself 
are  these,  whether  it  can  be  right  for  him  to 
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endeavour  to  destroy  what,  though  he  may 
deem  it  to  be  an  error,  is  at  leo^st  a  source  of 
vast  practical  good  to  mankind ;  and  whether 
since  this  thing  which  he  beUeves  to  be  error, 
has  been  held  by  millions  of  enlightened  un- 
derstandings as  most  sacred  truth,  there  is  not 
a  strong  presumption  that  his  own  opinion 
may  have  been  inconsiderately  formed,  and 
that  he  may  understand  his  subject  too  imper- 
fectly  to  authorize  a  measure  of  so  much 
hazard  ? 

If  it  be  said  that  this  is  giving  up  the  argu- 
ment to  authority  ;  and  that  if  authority  is  to 
be  taken  as  a  guide,  it  ought  to  prevent  a  man 
from  exposing  the  errors  of  an  established 
theory  among  Christians,  if  he  believes  them 
to  be  errors,  as  well  as  from  exposing  Chris- 
tianity ;  the  answer  is  this»  If  the  weight  of 
authority  is  on  the  side  of  virtue,  or  of  a  re- 
ligion favourable  to  virtue,  and  if  opposition  ta 
that  religion  is  manifestly  injurious  to  virtue, 
then  an  upright  man  is  bound,  as  it  seems  to 
me,  on  account  of  these  consequences  to  give 
up  his  opposition,  though  he  should  retain  his 
opinions.     Now  this  is  strictly  applicable  to 
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the  case  of  infidelity,  for  it  would  be  absurd 
to  consider  those  very  few  individuals  who 
may  justly  be  esteemed  fair  and  adequate 
judges  of  the  subject  as  bearing  any  sort  of  pro- 
portion to  the  whole  Christian  world  for  eight- 
een centuries.  But  it  is  not  applicable  to  a  case 
of  hostility  to  any  views  of  the  gospel  receiv- 
ed among  its  advocates,  because  these  may 
be,  and  are  perpetually  discussed  without  af- 
fecting the  general  interests  of  virtue ;  and 
because  authority,  as  it  respects  numbers^ 
weight,  and  reputation,  is  to  be  found  both  on 
the  side  of  all  these  positions,  and  in  opposi- 
tion to  them  all. 

I  state  these  principles  at  length,  because  I 
shall  have  occasion  to  apply  them  to  the  work 
lately  published  by  Mr.  English,  which  I  pro- 
pose to  review* 

This  book  has  attracted  some  notice,  be- 
cause the  author  is  understood  to  have  been  a 
preacher  of  the  gospel.  He  was  approbated  a° 
bout  eighteen  months  ago,  by  the  Boston  As- 
sociation, and  at  that  time  was  considered  as 
manifesting  more  than  common  industry  in 
the  investigation  of  theological  subjects,  and 
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promising  to  be  an  able  supporter  of  that  re- 
ligion which  he  has  now  solemnly  renounced. 
He  has  since  held  the  office  of  sub-librarian  in 
the  university  of  Cambridge,  and  as  we  are 
given  to  understand  in  the  introduction  to  his 
book,  has  been  studying  very  diligently  the 
Jewish  controversies  with  the  Christians.  It 
seems  that  in  the  college  library  he  was  fortu- 
nate enough  to  discover  some  rare  tracts  writ- 
ten in  the  learned  languages,  which  contained 
the  strength  of  the  Jewish  reasonings,  and  in 
his  opinion  were  totally  unknown  in  this 
country  and  in  Europe,  except  to  some  few 
men  of  uncommon  learning.  The  effect  of 
this  discovery  upon  his  own  mind  was  a  firm 
conviction  that  the  Christian  system  was  not 
only  without  foundation,  but  was  a  mean  and 
despicable  system,  hostile  to  the  best  interests 
of  individuals  and  of  society,  and  loaded  with 
the  monstrous  guilt  of  oppressing  and  destroy- 
ing millions  of  innocent  people,  who  could 
not  in  justice  to  themselves  become  its  con- 
verts. The  indignation  which  he  immediately 
felt  that  so  vile  a  delusion  should  have  been 
suffered  so  long  to  exist  and  to  exercise  such 


'detestable  tyranny  ;  together  with  a  desire  of 
vindicating  himself  for  some  parts  of  his  past 
conduct,  which  it  seems  were  considered  sus- 
picious, and  the  intrinsic  importance  of  the 
subject,  were  the  motives  which  determined 
him  to  lay  the  result  of  his  enquiries  before 
the  public. 

The  idea  which  is  pretty  distinctly  convey <• 
'^d  in  this  work,  that  the  author  (who  was 
supposed  to  possess  talents,  some  learning, 
great  industry,and,sofar  as  was  known  to  the 
world,  a  fair  mind)  had  improved  the  facilities 
for  investigating  this  subject  which  were  sup- 
plied by  his  situation  in  the  college  library- 
had  actually  made  important  discoveries,  and 
was  able  to  produce  arguments  that  had  never 
been  properly  made  known  and  considered, 
has  caused  his  work  to  be  sought  for  with 
considerable  avidity.  And  yet  so  violent  is  the 
antecedent  improbability  that  a  young  man 
should  be  able  in  eighteen  months  to  possess 
himself  of  objections  to  Christianity,  which 
had  been  completely  overlooked,  or  basely 
tieglected  by  its  incomparably  learned  and  pi= 
tms  defenders  tlirough  a  long  course  ^f  ceii^ 
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turies — that  this  readiness  to  be  deceived  by 
such  pretensions  does  seem  a  httle  extraordi- 
nary. Mr.  English,  it  is  true,  asserts  that 
these  rare  arguments  have  been  kept  conceal- 
ed from  the  public  eye  by  the  fear  of  ecclesi- 
astical tyranny,  and  liave  been  handed  down 
from  age  to  age  by  the  Jews  in  manuscript, 
and  in  languages  that  are  not  generally  un- 
derstood. But  it  is  very  well  known,  that 
notwithstanding  the  terrors  of  the  inquisition 
in  some  countries,  and  the  hostility  of  narrow 
minded  men  in  others,  the  Jews  have  found 
means  to  make  their  objections  known  to  the 
world  ;  and  the  fact  is,  that  the  question  be- 
tween them  and  the  Christians  has  been  open- 
ly and  thoroughly  discussed.  Mr.  E.  has 
himself  quoted  several  Jewish  writers  who 
have  distinguished  themselves  in  this  contro- 
versy, and  he  might  have  quoted  many  more  ; 
names  that  are  not  indeed  familiar  to  the  mass 
of  unlearned  Christians,  but  are  sufficiently 
familiar  to  all  who  have  had  the  curiosity  to 
examine  the  subject  for  themselves. 

It  was  also  a  matter  of  some  surprise  that 
these  arguments,  thus  supremely  important, 
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should  have  been  discovered  in  the  writings 
of  a  class  of  men,  whose  erudition,  with  some 
few  exceptions,  extends  very  Httle  farther 
than  the  books  of  their  own  doctors ;  w^ho 
have  been  for  ages  notorious  for  their  perver- 
sions and  extravagant  explanations  of  their 
own  scriptures,  and  who,  as  far  as  I  am  quali- 
fied to  judge,  have  displayed  more  disingenu- 
ousness  in  controversy,  more  unworthy  cavil- 
ing, more  eagerness  to  confound  the  corrup- 
tions of  Christianity  with  the  religion  itself, 
more  reluctance  to  meet  their  opponents  on 
their  proper  ground  and  in  full  strength,  than 
any  other  class  of  unbelievers*  Mr.  English 
however  entertains  a  different  opinion  of  these 
"  venerable  men"  and  of  their  writings. 

-It  was  no  great  disappointment  therefore  to 
persons  tolerably  versed  in  this  subject,  to 
find  upon  examining  these  arguments  that 
there  were  none  of  them  which  had  any  just 
claim  to  originality.  But  it  was  with  inex- 
pressible astonishment  and  disgust  that  they 
recognized  in  these  newly  discovered  Jewish 
objections,  the  very  sentiments  of  Anthony 
Collins, a  distinguished  deist  of  the  last  centu- 
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ry,  expressed  in  his  very  language;  and  this 
too  by  a  gentleman  who  declares  that "  he  had 
terminated  the  controversy  with  the  deists  to 
his  own  satisfaction,  and  felt  that  their  objec- 
tions were  not  insurmountable."  The  first 
seven  cliapters  of  this  work,  which  compre- 
hend the  argumentative  part  of  it,  and  are  ia 
fact  the  only  part  which  is  entitled  to  any  se- 
rious consideration,  are  little  more  than  a  state- 
ment of  the  system  of  Collins  and  of  the  reason- 
ing by  which  he  defended  it — a  system  which 
was  completely  exploded  more  than  eighty 
years  ago  by  some  of  the  most  able  writers  at 
that  time  in  England.  The  object  of  this 
WTiter,  as  it  is  the  object  of  Mr.  English,  was, 
to  show  that  Christianity  rests  solely  upon  the 
prophecies  of  the  Old  Testament,  that  these 
prophecies  were  not  fulfilled  by  Christ  and  by 
the  facts  connected  with  him,  and  consequent- 
ly that  his  religion  is  without  foundation. 
This  work  excited  uncommon  attention  in  its 
day  on  account  of  the  apparent  novelty  of  the 
scheme  and  the  great  adroitness  with  which 
the  argument  was  managed.  It  was  very  sat^. 
isfactorily  answeredj  and  as  we  learn  from  Le» 
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land,  to  the  confusion  of  the  author,  by  Bish^ 
op  Chandler  in  a  tract  of  great  learning,  by 
Dr.  Samuel  Chandler,  Dr.  Sykes,  Dr.  BuU 
lock,  Mr.  Whist  on,  and  many  others.  Fabri* 
cius  in  his  Lux  Evangelica  enumerates  more 
than  fifty  of  these  answers.  And  it  is  a  re- 
mark of  Leland  that  "  this  attack  against 
Christianity,  though  carried  on  with  great  art 
as  well  as  malice,  produced  this  advantage, 
that  it  gave  occasion  to  a  full  and  accurate 
examination  into  the  nature,  design,  and  ex- 
tent of  many  of  the  Old  Testament  prophe*- 
cies,  and  to  the  placing  some  difficult  pass^es 
in  a  clearer  light." 

Now  what  are  we  to  think  of  this  author j 
who  has  thus  ventured  to  deliver  to  the  world  ^ 
as  the  result  of  a  long  and  diligent  study  of 
unknown  Jewish  controversialists,  the  refuted 
and  forgotten  reasonings  of- an  English  deist, 
without  saying  one  syllable  of  the  source  from 
which  he  obtained  them,  or  of  these  fifty 
ivritajs  who  put  the  whole  subject  at  rest? 
How  are  we  to  reconcile  this  conduct  with 
that  passionate  love  of  truth,  that  extreme 
eagerness  to  destroy  popular  delusions,  by. 
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which  he  professes  to  be  governed  ?  He  may 
possibly  say,  that  he  has  never  pretended  that 
these  seven  chapters  contain  the  arguments  of 
the  rare  Jewish  books  in  the  college  library  ; 
that  he  has  expressly  acknowledged  himself 
indebted  to  other  writers  as  well  as  Jews.  But 
what  then  are  we  to  make  of  such  language  as 
this  ?  '*  The  author  had  terminated  an  exam- 
ination of  the  controversy  with  the  deists  to 
his  own  satisfaction,  that  is,  he  felt  convinced 
that  their  objections  were  not  insurmountable ^ 
when  he  turned  his  attention  to  the  ancient 
and  obscure  controversy  between  the  Chris- 
tians and  Jews.  After  a  long,  thorough,  and 
startling  examination  of  their  books,  together 
with  all  the  answers  to  them  he  could  obtain 
from  a  library  amply  furnished  in  this  respect, 
he  was  finally  very  reluctantly  compelled  to 
feel  persuaded,  by  proofs  he  could  neither  re- 
fute nor  evade,  that  how  easily  soever  Chris- 
tians might  answer  the  deists,  so  called,  the 
Jews  were  clearly  too  hard  for  them^  Be- 
cause they  set  the  Old  and  New  Testament 
in  oppositions''^  Sec.  Now  this  opposition  be- 
tween the  Old  and  New  Testament,  is  pre- 
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ters. Again,  '*  I  do  not  claim  to  have  origi- 
nated all  the  arguments  advanced  in  this  book.. 
A  very  considerable  portion  of  them  were  se» 
iected  and  derived  from  ancient  Jewish  tracts,, 
translated  from  Chaldee  into  Latin,  very  little 
known  even  in  Europe,  and  not  at  all  known 
there  to  any  but  the  curious  and  inquisitive* 
And  I  hope  that  discerning  men  will  be  much 
more  disposed  to  weigh  with  candour  the  ar- 
guments herein  offered^  when  they  consider 
that  they  are  in  many  instances  the  reasonings 
of  learned,  ancient,  and  venerable  men,"  &c. 
It  is  added,  "  some  few  other  arguments  were 
derived  from  other  authors,  and  were  taken 
from  works,  not  so  much  known  as  I  hope 
they  will  be ;"  and  this  addition  I  have  no 
doubt  was  made  for  the  sake  of  a  subterfuge, 
4n  case  the  fatal  secret  should  be  detected. 
But  who  are  these  other  authors  ?  Can  they 
be  deists,  those  writers  whose  arguments  are 
so  far  Jrom  being  insurmountable  ?  And .  if 
they  are,  can  the  words  some  few  arguments^ 
thus  cautiously  introduced,  be  meant  to  indi- 
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cmtt  that  large  portion  of  the  book  in  which  its 
whole  strength  is  collected? 

But  why  did  not  Mr.  English  frankly  name 
the  books  from  which  he  derived  his  objec- 
tions? He  knew  that  his  language  was  adapted 
to  create  the  impression,  which  has  actually 
taken  place,  that  his  researches  had  brought  to 
light  new  arguments.  He  knew  that  this  im- 
pression, as  far  at  least  as  this  part  of  the  book 
is  concerned,  was  a  false  one;  and  it  surely 
is  no  proof  of  any  man's  integrity,  that  he 
should  be  willing  to  take  advantage  of  a  false 
impression  created  by  himself  to  give  interest 
and  currency  to  his  writings.  If  he  had  told 
bis  readers  plainly  that  in  his  opinion  the  most 
successful  opponent  of  Christianity  was  Col- 
lins, and  the  most  unanswerable  reasoning 
against  it  was  contained  in  his  book  of  the 
grounds  and  reasons  of  the  Christian  religion  f 
they  would  have  known  instantly  where  to  find 
what  had  been  said  on  the  opposite  side  of 
the  question.  The  greater  number  of  Christ 
tians,  if  the  book  fell  into  their  hands,  would  • 
have  felt  no  interest  in  it  whatever.  They 
would  have  been  satisfied  on  being  told,  that 
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it  contained  a  mass  of  reasoning,  which  was 
never  considered  formidable  in  its  day,  and 
had  been  sufficiently  proved  to  be  false.  This 
would  indeed  have  rendered  the  labour  of  the 
author  fruitless,  but  it  would  have  been  hon- 
curable  and  manly.  It  would  have  proved  him 
to  be  a  lover  of  truth,  superior  to  artifices  that 
were  unworthy  of  him,  But  now,  when  we 
look  into  this  book  for  proof  of  the  sincerity 
of  his  professions,  and  of  his  supreme  love  of 
God,  and  man,  and  truth— ?» which  as  we  have 
already  seen  is  the  sole  motive  that  can  justify 
a  man  in  publishing  a  work  of  this  character 
= — the  first  thing  which  we  meet,  is  this  as- 
tonishing and  to.  me  inexplicable  fact,  I  hope 
Mr.  English  wijl  be  able  to  account  for  his 
conduct  in  this  particular,  more  satisfactorily 
than  I  can  do  it  for  him,^ 

The  object  of  the  introductory  chapter  of 
this  work  is  to  vindicate  the  conduct  of  the 
author  in  publishing  his  sentiments  thus 
openly.  And  accordingly  he  has  advanced 
some  sentiments  of  his  own,,  and  of  Dr.  Price, 
and  of  other  writers,  relating  to  free  enquiry 
aud  free  discussion^  which  are  in  themselvje.^i 
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veiy  correct,  and  perfectly  applicable  to  ques- 
tions agitated  among  Christians  themselves, 
where  the  virtue  of  the  community  is  not  im- 
mediately affected,  but  have  no  sort  of  appli- 
cation to  a  case  like  his,  where  the  general 
virtue  and  peace  and  felicity  is  put  directly  at 
hazard.  It  is  all  very  true,  that  a  man  has  a 
natural  right  to  think  for  himself,  and  a  natu- 
ral right  to  speak  as  he  thinks  ;  and  the  mag- 
istrate has  no  right  to  interfere  with  his 
thoughts  or  his  public  discussions,  if  they  are 
not  directly  dangerous  to  the  community,  and 
perhaps  not  even  in  that  case.  But  what  does 
this  provcr  ?  Does  it  prove  that  a  man  ought 
to  speak  what  he  thinks,  if  he  perceives  that 
the  moral  consequences  of  thus  speaking  are 
infinitely  pernicious  ?  Does  it  prove  that  he 
ought  not  to  compel  himself  io  withhold  his 
opinions  from  the  public  eye,  until  he  is  sat- 
isfied that  some  important  ultimate  good  will 
result  from  making  them  known  ?  Admitting 
however  that  Mr.  E.  had  a  right  to  publish  a 
work  of  this  nature  ;  if  he  would  justify  him- 
self to  a  virtuous  and  enlightened  community 
for  what^  to  say  the  least,  has. the  appearance. 
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allow  us  to  apply  to  him,  as  to  any  other  un* 
believer,  the  principles  which  have  been  al» 
ready  laid  down. 

He  professes  himself  to  have  acted  under 
the  influence  of  an  ardent  love  of  truth  ;  to 
have  thoroughly  examined  the  subject  on 
which  he  writes,  and  to  have  qualified  himself 
to  judge  rightly.  He  professes,  also,  to  have 
deliberately  considered  the  consequences  of 
giving  his  work  to  the  public,  and  appears 
firmly  convinced  that  instead  of  doing  a  real 
injury  to  the  cause  of  virtue,  he  has  endea- 
voured to  destroy  a  system  which  is  the  great 
impediment  to  virtue  and  the  direct  source  of 
inexpressible  misery.  I  see  not  but  we  must 
admit  the  sincerity  of  Mr.  E.  in  making  these 
declarations,  unless  we  can  find  evidence  from 
the  work  itself  that  he  has  mistaken  his  own 
motives.  His  supreme  and  undeviating  love 
of  truth  has  already  been  rendered  somewhat 
suspicious  ;  let  us  see  therefore  if  this  suspi- 
cion caa  be  done  away  or  counterbalanced  by 
the  candour  with  which  he  reasons  ;  the  re» 
spectful  and  modest  manner  in  which  his  ex- 
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Iraordinary  sentiments  are  advanced ;  the  care 
\vith  which  all  misrepresentations,  caviling, 
despicable  witticisms,  and  slander,  are  avoided 
in  his  work. 

Are  we  to  consider  it  for  instance  as  a  proof 
Df  the  candour  and  fairness  of  this  gentleman, 
that  after  acknowledging  himself  indebted  to 
a  multitude  of  Jewish  writers,  to  works  actu- 
ally  printed  and  published^  for  his  arguments 
against  Christianity,  he  has  ventured  to  assert, 
in  the  very  face  of  his  own  acknowledgment 
and  of  notorious  facts,  that  '*  the  world  has  all 
along  been  in  total  ^fror^  with  regard  to  the 
reasons  and  motives  w^hich  have  prevented  the 
Hebrew  nation  from  receiving  the  system  of 
the  New  Testament?"— ^that  "  their  adversa- 
ries have  for  a  long  time  triumphed  over  them 
without  measure,  only  because  they  have  been 
suffered  to  do  so  without  contradiction  .^"  Is 
it  a  farther  proof  of  his  integrity,  that  without 
taking  the  smallest  notice  of  the  unequalled 
and  most  horrible  depravity  of  the  Jewish  na- 
tion, as  described  in  their  own  histories,  or  of 
the  prophecies  in  which  the  sufferings  they 
have    endured  were  denounced  upon  theni 
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^centuries  ago  as  the  punishment  of  theh' 
crimes — without  even  hinting  at  the  pacifio 
character  of  the  Christian  religion,  and  its  ab- 
soUite  prohibition  of  every  species  of  perse- 
cution, and  that  benevolent  injunction  to  do 
good  even  to  enemies,  which  he  takes  care  to 
remember  in  a  subsequent  part  of  his  work — 
he  has  more  than  insinuated,  that  *^  tkat  sys- 
tem,^''  not  the  mistakes  and  vices  of  its  pro- 
fessed friends,  but  the  system  itself,  **  is  justly 
chargeable  with  all  those  shocking  cruelties, 
which  on  account  of  it  have  been  inflicted  on 
that  people,"  that  '*  ail  its  good  moral  effects 
are  a  mere  drop  of  pure  water  in  that  ocean  of 
Jewish  and  Gentile  blood,  which  it  has  caused 
to  be  shed  by  embittering  men's  minds  with 
groundless  prejudices  ?"^-^Or  again,  could  it 
be  a  pure  love  of  truth,  which  induced  this 
writer-;-^knowi"ng  as  he  did  perfectly  the  con- 
victions of  a  most  respectable  body  of  Chris- 
tians  that  the  doctrine  is  no  part  of  their  faith, 
—to  state  as  an  essential  article  of  Christiani- 
ity,  that  "  God,  the  great  and  holy,  went 
through  all  the  infirmities  of  infancy,  that  he 
lived  a  mendicant  in  a  corner  of  the  earth,  and 
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tvas  finally  scourged  and  hanged  on  k  gibbet 
by  his  own  creatures  ?"  There  is  something 
remarkable  in  this  last  quotation.  It  was  once 
very  well  understood  that  the  author,  while 
he  retained  his  good  opinion  of  Christianity, 
had  convinced  himself  by  a  particular  exami- 
nation of  the  subject,  that  the  opinion  here 
expressed  had  no  foundation  in  the  scriptures. 
He  ought  not,  therefore,  to  have  followed  the 
example  of  the  Jewish  theologians  in  fastening 
this  false  sentiment  upon  Christianity,  merely 
for  the  sake  of  assisting  him  to  assail  it  with 
success. 

These  are  a  few  instances,  out  of  a  great 
number  which  I  have  remarked,  in  which  this 
writer  has  failed  either  in  the  disposition  or 
the  power  of  reasoning  correctly.  Perhaps 
we  may  have  better  success  in  searching  for 
proofs  of  his  respect  and  forbearance  for  the 
firm  and  cherished  convictions  of  his  innu- 
merable opponents.  These  proofs  I  suppose 
are  to  be  found  in  the  contemptuous  manner 
in  which  we  are  told,  that  the  founder  of  our 
religion,  though  a  very  well  meaning  man, 
was  a  weak  and  insane  enthusiast !    in  the 
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coarse  ridicule  which  is  thrown  upon  his  mosfe 
solemn  declarations,   in  the  tone  of  affected 
pity  in  which  he  speaks  of  his  sufferings,  in 
his  reg-ret  that  the  Jews  should  not  have  im- 
puted his  extravagances  to  hallucination  of 
mind!    instead  of  deeming  the  poor  madman 
worthy  of  so  severe  a  Dunishment  as  crucifix- 
ion.     V/e  are  perhaps  to  find  them  in  the 
abuse  which  he  has  thrown  upon  tlie  charac- 
ter of  St.  Paul,  one  of  the  most  magnanimous 
beings  that  ever  adorned  human  nature,   in 
the  manner  in  which  his  best  actions  are  dis- 
torted, and  the  detestable  motives  that  are  as- 
cribed   to    him  ; — in  the  complacency  with^ 
\\hich  he  has  quoted  the  slanders  of  Celsus 
and  other  infamous  writers  of  antiquity  ; — - 
in  his  comparison  of  the  character,  acts,  and 
pretensions  of  the  primitive   Christians  with 
those  of  the  modern  Shakers  ; — -in  the  chap- 
ters which  are  devoted  to  show^  that  the  pecu- 
liar principles  of  the   Christian  morality  are 
''  useless  to  society,  are  an  outrage  to  human 
nature,  are  directly  fitted  to  discourage  and 
debase  a  man,  to  degrade  him  in  hi§  own  eyes 
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and  those  of  others,  and  to  plunge  him  in  dc~ 
spair." 

I  am  ashamed  to  quote  more  of  this  disgust- 
ing scurrility.  It  is  indeed  a  new  thing  for 
sentiments  of  this  kind  to  become  current 
among  Christians ;  and  it  is  not  quite  easy  to 
account  for  the  entire  change  which  appears 
to  have  taken  place  in  so  short  a  time  in  the 
mind  of  this  author ;— -for  his  rapid  descent 
from  the  regions  of  light  and  truth  into  this 
frightful  abyss.  It  might  have  been  expected 
that  his  former  ardent  attachment  to  the  gos- 
pel, and  Ills  former  habits  and  associations 
would  have  taught  him  at  least  to  preserve  the 
language  of  moderation  and  respect ;  and  if  it 
was  necessary  to  expose  the  errors  of  his  fel- 
low men,  to  remember  that  these  errors  were 
inexpressibly  dear  to  them.  Even  Paine  and 
his  brother  deists,  though  they  have  thought 
proper  to  consider  Christ  as  a  mere  human 
legislator,  have  never  hesitated  to  acknowledge 
the  immaculate  excellence  of  his  character, 
and  his  infinite  superiority  to  any  other  law- 
giver who  has  ever  existed  ;  nor  have  they 
denied  that  the  gospel,  considered  as  a  system 


of  moral  wisdom,  v/as  more  perfect,  better 
adapted  to  human  nature  and  to  the  interests 
of  human  society,  than  any  other  system  de- 
vised by  man.  The  Mahometans  very  sin- 
cerely respect  the  character  of  Christ,  and 
receive  and  act  upon  many  of  his  principles. 
The  Jews  alone,  these  new  masters  of  Mr. 
English,  these  men,  whose  enmity  to  the  gos- 
pel is  bitter  and  implacable  to  a  proverb,  and 
whose  writings  against  it  have  been  for  cen- 
turies the  disgrace  of  literature,  are  capable 
of  furnishing  this  scandalous  collection  of 
cavils,  misrepresentations,  and  ribaldry.  These 
are  Mr.  English's  new  and  rare  discoveries. 
It  is  heartily  to  be  regretted  that  he  did  not 
suffer  them  to  sleep  with  their  authors  in  ob=> 
livion. 

He  may  say,  perhaps,  that  all  this  is  no  an-  • 
sw^r  to  his  book.  He  shall  have  his  answer 
in  due  time.  But  all  this  is  a  distinct  answer 
to  that  part  of  his  work  in  which  he  endeav- 
ours to  justify  the  publication  of  his  opinions. 
It  serves  to  show,  if  I  mistake  not,  that  the 
only  plea  by  which  his  conduct  can  be  satis- 
factorily defended,  his  supreme  regard  to  God 


and  to  truth,  is  annihilated  d?/  evidence  from 
the  work  itself^  "  The  author,"  as  we  are 
informed,  "  has  been  told,  that  supposing  the 
Christian  system  to  be  unfounded,  yet  it  is 
reasonable  to  believe  that  the  Supreme  Being 
would  view  any  attempt  to  disturb  it  with  dis- 
pleasure on  account  of  its  moral  eft'ects.  But 
is  this  not  something  like  absurdity  ?  Can 
God  have  made  it  necessary  that  morals  should 
be  founded  on  delusion  in  order  to  be  sup- 
ported V  This  latter  sentence  is  not  quite  in- 
telligible. Morals  are  founded  on  the  circum- 
stances and  relations  of  life.  The  Christian 
morality,  as  well  as  all  other  systems,  is  so 
founded ;  and  its  peculiar  value  consists  in 
being  perfectly  adapted  to  all  these  relations, 
and  to  make  human  beings  happy  who  sus- 
tain them.  One  obligation  to  obey  the  moral 
precepts  of  Christianity,  which  from  the  na- 
ture of  the  thing  cannot  be  entirely  new,  aris- 
es from  their  fitness  to  promote  human  hap- 
piness. But  a  stronger  obligation  arises  from 
the  belief  that  they  are  positively  enjoined 
\ipon  us  by  a  Being  who  has  the  power  of 
punishing  us  for  our  disobedience.      The 
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<!juestion  is,  whether  the  Deity  can  be  suppos- - 
ed  to  regard  the  efforts  of  that  man  with  com- 
placency who,  presuming  that  this  belief,  this 
m.ost  powerful  motive  to  virtue,  isadelusioUj  , 
should  upon  this  presumption  set  himself  to 
destroy  it,  at  the  risk  of  destroying  its  moral 
effects  f   This  question  it  seems  the  friends  of 
Mr.  English  very  properly  decided  in  the  af- 
firmative ;  and  if  he  had  been  wise  enough  to 
follow  their  advice,  he  would  have  avoided, 
what  he  must  now  be  prepared  to  encounterj  , 
the  just  indignation  of  that  part  of  the  com- 
munity, whose  most  sacred  feelings  and  prin- 
ciples he  has  thus  shamefully  insulted.     He 
must  have  known  that  so  gross  an  outrage 
would  not  be  passed  over  in  silence.  He  must 
have  known  that  the  friends  of  Christianity,  , 
that  its  ministers  would  not  suffer  these  un- 
feeling   calumnies   to   be   thrown   upon  thee 
character  and  faith  of  their  Master,  witliout ' 
scourgingthe  slanderer.  He  knew that^is  book 
would  be  answered,  and  that  if  it  was,  those 
parts  of  it  which  prove  the  author's  unworthi= 
ness  would  be  distinctly  pointed  out  to  public 
scorn.     He  has  even  challenged  this  answer 
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in  a  tone  of  confidence,  which  is  both  astonish.^ 
ing  and  melancholy.  It  is  indeed  a  subject  of 
deep  regret,  that  a  young  man  of  improved 
mind,  of  industrious  habits  and  of  respectable 
connexions,  should  thus  forfeit  by  his  own 
act  the  esteem  of  the  wise  and  the  virtuous  ; 
should  thus  hang  himself  up  upon  a  gibbet  to 
be  gazed  at  with  shuddering  curiosity,  to  be 
pitied  and  avoided. 

This  work  is  divided  into  nineteen  chapters, 
the  first  of  which,  as  has  been  stated,  are  em- 
ployed to  prove  that  Jesus  Christ  was  not  the 
Messiah  pointed  out  in  the  prophecies  of  the 
Old  Testament,  because  the  distinctive  cha-. 
racteristics,  which  the  prophets  declared 
would  belong  to  the  Messiah,  were,  in  the 
opinion  of  this  writer,  certainly  and  evidently 
never  found  in  him.  As  he  considers  the 
whole  truth  of  Christianity,  and  its  pretensions 
to  be  considered  as  a  divine  revelation,  to  be 
completely  involved  in  this  position,  and  as 
he  has  disposed  of  this  to  his  entire  satisfac- 
tion ;  he  proceeds  in  the  following  chapters, 
upon  the  idea  that  Jesus  was  an  impostor^  to 
remark  upon  certain  traits  in  his  character  and 
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that  of  his  apostles,  upon  their  pretensions  t© 
supernatural  aid,  upon  the  causes  of  their  suc- 
cess, upon  the  source  from  which  their  doc- 
trines were  probably  derived,  upon  the  authen- . 
ticity  of  their  writings,  upon  the  nature  and 
peculiar  features  and  objects, of  their  moral 
system  ; — in  all  which  he  perceives  the  most 
ample  confirmation  of  his  opinion.     It  is  not 
my  intention  to  follow  this  writer  through  his  , 
whole  nineteen  chapters,  because  I  sincerely 
think  that  it  cannot  be  necessary  to  prove  to  . 
an  enlightened  pubUc  that  Jesus  was  not  a 
deceived  and  insane  enthusiast,  or  that  his  , 
precepts  are  favourable  to  the  moral  improve- . 
ment  and  felicity  of  mankind,     I  shall  rather 
select  from  this  mass  of  folly  the  parts  which 
contain  the  real  stren2:thof  the.  volume  and  are 
entitled  to  a  serious  answer.  And  if  any  thing 
on  which  Mr.  E.  could  justly  rely,  is  passed 
without. proper  notice,  I'liope  it  will  rather  be  , 
ascribed  to  a  misapprehension  of  its  real  im^ 
portance  than  to  an  unwillingness  to  meet  it. 
in  its  real  force. 

The  second  part  of  the  book  I  consider  as  ^ 
depending  strictly  upon  the  first ;  or  in  other^ 
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\vords,  if  the  author  had  beeii  able  to  satisfy 
himself  that  Jesus  was  in  truth  the  Messiah 
of  the  Old  Testament,  he  probably  would  not 
have  indulged  himself  in  that  unlicensed  strain 
of  censure  with  which  he  speaks  of  the  works 
and  doctrines  of  him  and  his  apostles.  He 
would  have  read  the  scriptures  with  better 
feelings  and  a  more  favourable  eye.  He  would 
have  considered  the  evidence  which  is  pro- 
duced by  Christians  in  defence  of  the  claims 
of  their  Master  with  more  candour  and  im.- 
partiality.  In  this  vievv^  of  the  subject,  there- 
fore, the  important  part  of  the  book,  is  that 
which  bears  directly  upon  this  principal  ques^ 
tjon,  is  Jesus  or  is  he  not  the  Messiah  of  the 
Old  Testament  ?  To  this  question  I  shall  con^ 
line  myself  ia  the  following  observationso 
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SECTION  II. 

THE  principle  which  lies  at  the  foundation 
of  Mr.  Illnglish's  arguments  relating  to  this 
question  he  has  stated  in  the  words  of  Collins* 
*'  Christianity  is  founded  on  Judaism  and  the 
New  Testament  upon  the  Old  ;  and  Jesus  of 
Nazareth  is  the  person  said  in  the  New  Tes- 
tament to  be  promised  in  the  Old,  under  the 
character  and  name  of  the  Messiah  of  the 
Jews,  and  who  as  such  only  claims  the  obedi- 
ence and  submission  of  the  world,'''' ^  If  this  is 
true,  the  question  before  us  is  of  vital  import- 
ance to  our  religion  ;  and  though  it  could  be 
proved,  beyond  the  possibility  of  dispute,  that 
Jesus  did  perform  works  utterly  beyond  the 
natural  powers  of  man,  and  did  speak  words 
surpassing  all  human  wisdom,  and  did  display 
the  most  complete  evidence  that  he  acted  by 
the  authority  of  the  Supreme  Being  ;^ — yet  if 
we  cannot  distinctly  perceive  how  the  obscure 
language  of  tlie  Hebrew  prophets,  uttered  more 
than  two  thousand  years  ago,  is  applicable  t# 

*  Page  1 .  ^ 
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the  particular  circumstances  of  his  hfe,  then, 
according  to  this  theory,  he  is  an  impostor 
and  his  rehgion  is  false.  If  this  were  the  on- 
ly legitimate  evidence  of  the  divine  authority 
of  our  faith,  there  would  have  been  invincible 
obstacles  to  its  success  among  mankind;  be- 
cause the  predictions  themselves,  even  if  they 
had  been  literally  fulfilled  in  Christ,  were 
known  and  venerated  by  the  Jewish  nation 
alone.  And  that  the  dominion  of  the  Mes- 
siah should  extend  among  the  Gentiles,  is  as- 
serted with  the  utmost  clearness  in  a  variety 
of  prophecies.  It  is  probable  too  that  if  the 
faith  of  the  Christian  world  at  the  present  day 
depended  solely  upon  this  circumstance,  it 
would  be  imperfect,  infirm,  and  wavering; 
not  however  because  there  was  no  real  coinci- 
dence between  Christ  and  the  predictions; 
but  because  it  is  now  so  extremely  difficult  to 
perceive  all  the  points  of  this  coincidence;  be- 
cause so  many  minute  circumstances,  which 
are  necessary  to  a  perfect  understanding  of 
the  predictions,  are  totally  unknown  to  us;  be- 
cause we  know  only  the  more^prominent  facts 
in  the  life  and  character  of  Christ  himself,  and 
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therefore  cannot  be  certain  whether  even  those 
parts  of  the  Old  Testament  which  at  present 
seem  inapplicable,  were  not  strictly  fulfilled 
in  him  ;    because  there  are  very  great  and 
sometimes  insuperable  difficulties  in  the  lan- 
guage of  the  prophets,  in  their  allusions,  their 
abrupt  transitions,  their  want  of  method,  their 
views  of  futurity  associated  with  views  of  their 
own  time  ;  because  many  books  which  might 
have  assisted  us  to  develop  their  exact  mean- 
ing are  lost  irrecoverably.     It  is  obvious  that 
this  kind  of  proof,  however  striking  it  might 
have  been  to  the  Jews  themselves  in  the  time 
of  our  Saviour,  and  when  the  language  of  the 
prophets  was  more  generally  understood,  is 
too  imperfect  and  unsatisfactory  to  produce  of 
itself  \\\2X  strong  conviction  which  is  necessa- 
ry to  make  men  practical  Christians.     And 
there  arises  from  this  fact  a  strong  presump-^ 
tion,  that  if  Christ  and  his  religion  were  sent 
by  God  for  the  benefit  of  mankind,  he  would 
not  have  suffered  it  to  rest  solely  upon  a  spe- 
cies of  argument,  which  in  'a  course  of  ages 
w^ould  necessarily  lose  so  much  of  its  force.  It 
is  improbable,  to  borrow  the  language  of  this 
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writer,  "  that  God  should  delegate  the  medi^ 
ator  of  a  most  important  covenant  to  be  pro- 
posed to  all  mankind  without  enabling  him  to 
give  them  clear  and  in  reason  indisputable 
proofs  of  the  divine  authority  of  his  mission" 
— proofs  that  should  satisfy  not  merely  one 
particular  nation,  however  privileged,  but 
those  who  had  never  heard  of  the  Jews  or 
their  religion. 

But  fortunately  this  round  assertion  of  Mr, 
English  and  Mr.  Collins  is  not  true.  The 
truth  of  Christianity  docs  not  depend  solely 
upon  our  being  able  to  perceive  that  the  cha- 
racteristic marks  of  the  Messiah  of  the  pro- 
phets were  found  in  Jesus  of  Nazareth  ;  and 
even  if  these  gentlemen  had  succeeded  in  ren- 
dering their  position  at  all  probable,  they 
v/ould  only  hav€  thrown  a  cloud  around  one 
of  the  principal  columns  which  support  our 
faith,  without  affecting  the  strength  and  ma- 
jesty and  ineffable  brightness  of  the  rest.  Je- 
sus  of  Nazareth  claims  the  obedience  and 
submission  of  the  world  because  he  was, 
what  he  declared  himself  to  be^  a  teacher 
$ent  from    God.      Thjs  fact  he  estsiblished 
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by  all  the  evidence  of  which  it  was  capable,, 
by  performing  works  in  the  face  of  the  world 
which  denaonstrated  that  God  was  with  him ; 
by  teaching  a  reHgion  which  was  worthy  of 
God,  by  exhibiting  to  mankind  an  example 
of  the  most  perfect  human  excellence.  To 
these  circumstances  he  did  most  distinctly 
appeal  in  his  addresses  to  the  Jews ;.  and  it  is 
a  fact,  which  these  writers  ought  not  to  have 
overlooked,  that  the  apostles,  who  succeeded 
him,  in  all  their  reasonings  with  the  Gentiles, 
which  have  been  handed  down- to  our  time, 
did  place  their  religion  upon  these  proofs  and 
that  of  the  resurrection.  He  declared  himself 
it  is  true,  to  be  the  Messiah  of  the  prophets, 
and  he  was  th^.  Messiah,  as  will  be  shown  in 
its  place;  but  neither  he  nor  his  apostles  ever 
used  this  as  a  proof  of  his  divine  authority,  to 
any  other  people  than  the  Jews,  because  it 
was  neither  intelligible  nor  important  to  any 
other  people. 

I  say  this  without  the  smallest  fear  of  being 
contradicted  by  evidence  from  the  scriptures, 
though  I  perceive,  with  some  astonishment, 
that  Mr.  E,  has  thought  proper  to  assure  his 


44 

readers  that  the  reverse  of  all  this  is  true  ;--^ 
that  this  arguraent  was  used  indiscriminately, 
to  Gentiles  and  Jews,  and  even  with  more 
ijuccess  with  the  former  than  with  the  latter. 
In  proof  of  this  we  are  referred  to  the  sermons . 
of  Peter  and  others,  and  to  the  speeches  of 
Paul  before  Felix  and  Agrippa.*  The  sermons 
alluded  to  were  delivered  after  the  resurrection 
of  Christ,  in  the  cit}^  of  Jerusalem,  to  a  Jewish 
assembl}^  one  of  them  on  the  steps  of  the 
temple.  The  arguments  were  addressed  to 
believers  in  the  Jewish  religion  only,  as  any 
one  who  turns  his  eye  upon  the  place  may 
perceive  in  a  moment.  '^  And  there  were 
dwelling  at  Jerusalem,"  says  the  historian, 
Acts  ii.  5,  ^^  Jervs,  devout  men,  out  of  every 
nation  under  heaveuo  Now  Vvdien  this  was 
noised  abroad,  the  multitude  came  together, 
(that  is,  the  multitude  of  these  devout  Jews, 
of  different  countries)  and  were  confounded, 
because  that  every  man  heard  them  speak  in 
his  own  language."  Could  Mr.  E.  be  igno- 
rant that  at  this  time  the  apostle  did  not  feel 
himself  at  liberty  to  preach  the  gospel  to  the 
Geatiles  ?     Could  he  have  mistaken  the  very 

*  Page  31. 
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first  words  of  this  address  ?  "  Ye  men  of  Ju- 
dea  and  all  ye  that  dwell  at  Jerusalem,  be  this 
known  unto  you  and  hearken  to  my  words." 
It  is  remarkable  that  among  the  following 
verses  we  have  this  passage,  which  shows  that 
even  in  an  address  to  his  own  countrymen  the 
apostle  did  not  place  the  divine  authority  of 
Christ  solely  upon  the  prophecies  of  the  Old 
Testament.  **  Ye  men  of  Israel,  hear  these 
words.  Jesus  of  Nazareth,  a  man  approved 
of  God  among  you  by  miracles^  and  wonders, 
and  signs,  which  God  did  by  him  in  the  midst 
of  you,  as  ye  yourselves  also  know,"  &c*  The 
other  sermon  of  Peter,  which  followed  the 
cure  of  the  lame  man,  begins  thus.  *'  Ye  men 
of  Israel,  why  marvel  ye  at  this?" — and  it  pro- 
ceeds to  displays  the  peculiar  wickedness  of 
that  nation  in  rejecting  the  holy  prophet  whom 
the  God  of  their  fathers  had  sent  them « 

The  further  proofs  that  this  argument  from 
the  prophecies  was  used  to  convince  Gentiles, 
are  the  speeches  of  Paul  before  Felix  the 
Roman  governor  and  Herod  Agrippa  the  Jew- 
ish  tetrarch.  Is  it  possible  that  the  workl  has-v 
been  so  long  in  an  error  with  respect  to  these. 
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speeches  ?  Were  they  indeed  pronounced  for 
the  sake  of  mducing  Felix  and  Agrippa  to~ 
embrace  Christianity  ?  The  real  truth  is,  the 
apostle  was  summoned  before  these  magis- 
trates by  certain  Jewish  accusers  to  answer  to 
a  charge  of  preaching  doctrines,  which  were 
contrary  to  the  Jewish  scriptures.  He  defend- 
ed himself  by  proving,  and  as  it  appears  to 
the  satisfaction  of  his  judges,  that  he  taught 
no  other  things  than  Moses  and  the  prophets 
did  say  should  come.  The  reader  must  judge 
for  himself  whether  these  proofs  have  estab- 
lished the  position  for  which  they  are  collect- 
ed. And  yet  they  are  so  perfectly  conclusive 
in  the  opinion  of  Mr.  E.  that  he  ventures  to 
say,  "I  am  ashamed  at  being  thus  long  en- 
gaged in  showing  what  must  be  self-evident, 
and  did  I  not  fear  being  further  tedious  to  my 
readers  I  would  undertake  to  bring  passages 
from  the  New  Testament  where  the  meaning 
and  intention  of  the  writers  is  obvious,  in  such 
abundance,  as  would  immediately  and  entire- 
ly put  the  hypothesis  of  our  opponents  out  of 
Countenance  !"* 
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But  it  secms:  that  Mr.  English  and  Mn 
Collins,  will  permit  us  to  derive  no  advantage 
from  the  fact,  that  Christ  and  his  apostles  did 
place  their  religion  on  other  grounds  than  the 
prophecies,  even  if  this  should  be  allowed  us. 
They  assert  that  the  miracles,  for  instance, 
which  vare  **saidto  have  been  wrought  by  Je- 
sus and  his  apostles,  in  behalf  of  Christianity, 
can  avail  nothing  in  the  case."  Why  so? 
•*  Because  miracles  can  never  render  a  foun- 
dation valid,  w^hich  is  in  itself  invalid,  can 
never  make  a  false  inference  true,  can  never 
make  a  prophecy  fulfilled  which  is  not'fulfill- 
ed."^  There  is  a  surprising  feebleness  in 
this  sophism.  Miracles  can  never  make  a 
false  inference  true !  Can  prophecy  make  a 
false  inference  true  ?  Can  any  thing  make  a 
false  inference  true,  or  an  invalid  foundation 
valid?  Miracles  are  designed  to  prove  this 
one  point  and  nothing  more,  that  he  who  per- 
forms them  acts  by  the  authority  of  the  Sik 
pre  me  Being.  If  the  miracles  are  genuine 
they  establish  this  factincontestibly;  they  are 
the  most  complete  and  satisfactory  proof  in 
'*Page  7. 
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nattire.  And  if  it  can  be  once  proved  in  this 
manner  that  Christ  acted  by  the  authority  and 
assistance  of  God,  then  we  have  an  indisputa- 
ble right  to  infer  that  what  he  delivered  as  a 
message  from  the  Deity  was  true;  and  as 
such  it  ought  to  be  received.  Miracles  do 
not,  it  is  conceded,  provG  directlt/  th?Lt  Jesus^ 
was  the  Jewish  Messiah,  but  they  prove  the 
first  step  in  a  process  which  terminates  in  this 
conclusion ;  that  is,  they  prove  that  Christ 
was  divinely  authorized  to  teach  mankind^ 
and  if  so,  whatever  he  without  doubt  did 
teach,  Vas  true  ;  if  then  he  did  teach  that  he 
was  the  Messiah  of  the  prophets,  and  did  cite 
the  very  predictions  in  which  he  was  distinct- 
ly pointed  out,  it  follows  that  his  claim  was  a 
good  one  and  that  the  predictions  thus  quoted 
did  establish  that  claim.  Now  have  these  gen- 
tlemen really  the  vanity  to  believe  that  they 
can  set  aside  this  irrefragable  argument,  by 
telling  us  that  the  prophecies  themselves  are 
in  their  hands,  and  that  they  are  as  competent 
judges  of  their  relevancy  to  Christ  as  he  him- 
self could  be  ?  Can  it  be  true  that  they  at  this 
remote  period,  when  so  many  things  which 
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are  necessary  to  a  perfectly  correct  judgement 
are  buried  in  oblivion,  and  with  their  imper- 
fect knowledge  of  a  language,  w^hich  at  best 
is  imperfectly  understood  even  by  the  learned, 
are  competent  to  pronounce  on  a  question  of 
this  nature,  in  direct  contradiction  tx)  the  m.ost 
solemn  assurances  of  a  man,  who  was  invest- 
ed by  God  witl^  the  gifts  of  his  Spirit,  and 
was  approved  to  be  of  God  by  his  miracles  ? 
If  the  prophecies  were  so  clearly  inapplicable 
to  Jesus  of  Nazareth,  that  any  person  of  com- 
mon sense,  comparing  them  with  the  history 
of  his  life  and  character,  would  be  compelled 
to  say  at  once,  tliis  cannot  be  the  man ;  there 
might,  perhaps,  be  some  pretence  for  the  ob= 
jection.  But  they  vv^ell  know  that  the  prophe- . 
cics  do  not  stand  in  this  predicament.  They 
know  that  manv  eniiphtened  understanding's 
can  perceive  a  most  vronderfui  coincidence  be* 
tween  these  facts  and  these  predictions,  and 
the  case  therefore  is  simply  this.— A  volume 
of  ancient  prophecies  is  capable  of  being  in- 
terpreted in  different  senses.  A  man  who 
imagines  himself  better  informed  than  his  co- 
temporaries  has  thought  proper  to  adapt  one.. 
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af  these  senses.  The  rest  of  the  world  have 
adopted  the  other,  in  which  they  are  com- 
pletely justified  by  the  known  sentiments  of 
one  w^ho  had  the  power  of  working  miracles. 
Let  common  sense  say  which  party  is  most 
likely  to  be  in  the  right. 

"  We  find,"  continues  this  author,  "  from 
the  New  Testament,  that  all  the  recorded 
miracles  of, Jesus  could  not  make  the  Jews  be- 
lieve him  to  be  the  Messiah,  when  they 
thought  that  he  did  not  answxr  the  description 
of  that  character  given  by  the  prophets ;  on 
the  contrary  they  procured  him  to  be  crucifi- 
ed for  appearing  to  be,  what  to  them  he  ap- 
peared plainly  not  to  be."^  It  is  much  to  be 
regretted  that  a  writer,  Vv'ho  claims  to  be  seri- 
ously  attended  to,  should  express  himself  in  a 
manner  thus  unpardonably  loose  and  indefi- 
liite..  The  persons  who  procured  Jesus  to  be 
put  to  death  were  not  the  great  body  of  the 
Jewish  people,  but  a  few  of  their  leading  men,; 
and  they  did  it  precisely  for  this  reason,  be- 
cause the}^  s^w  that  the  people  were  convinced 
tjiat  be  was  the  Messiah  on  account  of  /m. 

*  Page  7 
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fniracles.  It  appears  from  the  New  Testa- 
ment, to  which  Mr.  E*  refers  us,  that  Christ 
had  made  himself  generally  known  through- 
out the  country  ;  that  the  Jews,  who  were  at 
that  time  in  full  expectation  of  the  promised 
Messiah,  flocked  with  extreme  eagerness  to 
receive  his  instructions ;  that  they  saw  his 
miracles  with  astonishment,  and  at  length  be- 
gan to  ask  themselves — when  the  Christ  com^ 
€th  will  he  do  more  miracles  than  these  ?  Great 
numbers  accordingly  believed  on  him,  and 
even  the  magistrates,  the  chief  priests  and  eli^ 
ders,  the  scribes  and  Pharisees,  were^t  first 
disposed  to  acknowledge  claims  that  were  so 
powerfully  defended,  and  Would  have  support- 
ed him  with  all  their  influence.  But  when 
they  saw  that  he  explained  the  prophecies  in  a 
sense  totally  different  from  their  own ;  and 
that  if  he  was  correct  their  dominion  over  the 
minds  of  the  people,  and  their  supreme  right 
to  interpret  the  scriptures  was  at  an  end,  they 
at  once  from  mere  inflamed  jealousy  and  ha- 
tred resolved  to  destroy  him.  They  effected 
their  purpose  with  extreme  difficulty  and  by 
stratagem,  on  account  of  the  estimation  whipfe 
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these  very  miracles  had  given  him  with  tlie 
multitude.  '^ 

Mr,  E.  would  represent  the  Jews  (he 
means  the  leaders  of  the  Jews)  as  procuring 
the  death  of  Jesus  because  they  saw  plainly 
^that  his  character  did  not  correspond  with  the 
prophecies;  whereas  he  ought  to  have  said 
that  they  procured  his  death,  among  other 
reasons,  because  his  character  did  not  corres- 
pond with  their  favourite  interpretation  of  the 
prophecies.  This  would  have  placed  the  sub- 
ject upon  its  proper  footing,  and  would  have 
shown  it  to  be  the  case  which  has  just  been 
stated — the  case  of  diiFerent  parties  holding 
different  opinions  on  the  same  subject,  where 
the  only  question  is,  w^iich  of  them  had  the 
strongest  claim  to  be  credited  ?  Jesus  taught 
that  the  prophets  had  foretold  w^ith  the  utmost 
<jlearness  the  sufferings  as  well  as  the.  glory  of 
the  Messiah  ;  and  to  establish  this  point  with 
the  Jews,  who  did  not  believe  it  possible,  was 
the  obiect  of  his  constant  references  to- the 
scriptures.  The  Jewish  doctors,  on  the  other 
hand,  denied  this  state  of  suffering,  and  en- 
cleavoiircd,  as  Mr.  E.  has  done,"''ifo  explain 
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awaij  the  predictions  which  directly  assert  it. 
Their  error  consisted  in  denying  the  ability 
of  a  divinely  assisted  and  inspired  man  to  un- 
derstand those  scriptures  on  which  he  founded 
his  claim  to  be  received  as  their  Saviour ;  and 
his  right  to  contradict  their  darling  though 
groundless  prejudices. 

But,  says  this  writer,  surely  the  Jews  must 
be  allowed  to  have  understood  their  own  scrip- 
tures ;  books  held  by  them  in  the  most  exalt- 
ed veneration  and  preserved  with  the  most 
scrupulous  care.  And  yet  there  is  no  fact  re- 
lating to  the  ancient  history  of  the  Jews  more 
completely  established,  than  that  at  the  time 
of  our  Saviour  the  real  sense  of  the  writings 
of  Moses  and  the  prophets,  and  the  real  char- 
acter of  their  religion  was  so  entirely  buried 
and  lost  in  the  mass  of  traditional  explications, 
commentaries,  paraphrases,  handed  down 
from  generation  to  generation  by  professed 
expounders  of  the  law — =that  in  truth  these 
Jewish  doctors  were  very  incompetent  judges 
of  this  subject  and  their  opinions  were  of  little 
authority.  Now  Jesus,  even  if  we  were  to  place 
the  fact  of  his  divine  inspiration  entirely  out  of 
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sight;  if  we  were  to  consider  him  merely  as  a 
human  being  possessing  the  ordinary  means 
of  acquiring  knowledge,  was  born  a  Jew,  was 
trained  up  in  the  Jewish  religion,  was  familiar 
with  their  scriptures,  is  acknowledged  by  this 
writer  himself  to  have  been  devoted  to  habits 
of  retirement  and  contemplation,  was  able  at 
twelve  years  old  to  discuss  subjects  relating 
to  the  law  with  priests,  who  were  astonished 
at  his  v/isdom  and  answers  ;  and  no  possible 
reason  therefore  can  be  assigned  why  he  was 
not  at  least  as  well  qualified  to  explain  the 
prophecies  as  any  of  his  antagonists.  When 
in  addition  to  this,  however,  we  consider  the 
works  w^hich  he  performed,  and  the  elFects 
which  these  works  produced  upon  those  who 
saw  them,  it  seems  absurd  to  put  the  authori- 
ty of  the  scribes  in  competition  with  his. 

The  effect  of  the  miracles  of  Jesus,  I  "must 
be  allowed  to  repeat,  was  the  conversion  of  the 
considerate  and  unprejudiced  part  of  the  peo- 
ple to  his  opinions.  And  after  his  death  and 
resurrection,  when  that  fact  had  made  the  lan- 
guage of  the  prophets  relating  to  his  glorified 
§tate  more  intelligible,  and  when  the  miracu- 
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lous  powers  were  conferred  upon  the  apostles  } 
the  consequence  was,  that  vast  muhitucles  of 
Jews,  convhiced  by  what  they  saw  that  God 
was  with  them,  did  acknowledge  Jesus  to  be 
the  Messiah,  that  is,   thty  were  satisfied  that 
the  apostolical  interpretation  of  the  prophecies 
was  true,   and  that  of  the  scribes  was  false. 
Indeed  it  is  a  barefaced  violation  of  historical 
truth  to  insinuate,   that  Christianity  had  little 
or  no  success  aniong  these  people,  who  are 
said  to  be  the  best  judges  of  its  pretensions. 
"  Thou  seest  brother,"  said  the  elders  of  the 
church  to  Paul,  at  Jerusalem,  Acts  xxi.  2f^>< 
*'  hoxv  many  thousands  of  Jews  there  are  who 
believe,  and  they  are  all  zealous  of  the  law.'' 
And  if  the  men  in  power  rejected  it,  and  suc- 
ceeded in  persuading,  the  greater  part  of  the 
nation  to  be  of  their  side,  there  is  no  difficulty 
in  accounting  for  it ;   if  we  consider  how  ar- 
dently they  must  have  desired  the  destruction 
of  a  man,  who  had  openly  denounced  them, 
and  their  traditions,  and  their  morals,  and  how 
little  they  could  hope  to  gain  by  his  success ; 
and  if  we  consider,  also,  the  vast   influence 
which  they  had  acquired  by  their  situation  as 
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expounders  of  the  sacred  books  of  the  law, 
and  the  profound  ignorance  of  every  thing  but 
their  expositions  in  which  the  people  werq 
held. 

What  then  becomes  of  the  assertion  of  these 
writers,  that  "miracles  are  no  absolute  proof 
of  the  truth  of  Christianity,"^  or  of  the  divine 
mission  of  a  prophet  ?  Do  they  forget  that 
the  divine  mission  of  Moses  was  supported 
by  this  evidence  ?  That  the  Jewish  religion  it- 
self rested  upon  this  evidence  ?  If  they  do, 
let  them  turn  to  the  fourth  chapter  of  Exodus 
and  read  what  follows.  '*  And  Moses  said, 
but  behold  they  will  not  believe  me,  nor 
hearken  unto  my  voice,  for  they  will  say,  The 
Lord  hath  not  appeared  unto  thee.  And  the 
Lord  said  unto  him  what  is  that  in  thy  hand, 
and  he  said  a  rod,  and  he  said  east  it  on  the 
ground,  and  he  cast  it  on  the  ground  and  it 
became  a  serpent  and  Moses  fled  from  before 
it.  And  the  Lord  said  unto  Moses,  Put  forth 
thine  hand  and  take  it  by  the  tail.  And  he 
put  forth  his  hand  and  caught  it  and  it 
became  a  rod  in  his  hand  ;  That  they  ma^. 
*  Pages  3,  9. 
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believe  that  the  Lord  God  of  their  fathers 
— hath  appeared  unto  thee. — And  Moses 
and  Aaron  went  and  gathered  together  all  the 
elders  of  the  children  of  Israel,  and  Aaron  did 
the  signs  in  the  sight  of  the  people,  and  the 
people  helievecV  But  we  are  told  that  the 
Jews  were  instructed  to  give  no  credit  to  a 
man  who  should  exhibit  "  signs  and  wonders, 
that  is,  miracles,"  in  proof  of  his  divine  mis- 
sion. There  is  some  dexterity  in  thus  con- 
founding signs  and  wonders^  which  are  mere 
artificial  tricks,  entirely  within  the  power  of 
man,  and  real  miracles^  which  no  man  can 
perform  unless  God  be  with  him.  The  ques- 
tion is  not  whether  juggling  tricks  are  good 
evidence  of  the  divine  authority  of  a  prophet ; 
but  whether  real  miracles  are  so,  such  mira- 
cles  as  restoring  a  dead  man  to  life,  w^ho  has 
been  dead  four  days,  feeding  five  thousand 
men  with  five  loaves  and  two  fishes,  making 
a  tempestuous  sea  calm  with  a  single  w^ord  ? 
The  Jews  w^re  required  to  reject  a  man  who 
should  endeavour  to  entice  them  into  idolatry, 
even  though  he  should  display  astonishing  ef- 
forts of  his  art ;    because^  as  they  v/ere  liable  - 
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in  this  manner  to  be  deceived,  it  was  necessa 
ry  to  have  some  proof  or  test — and  the  false- 
hood of  his  doctrine  was  to  be  that  proof- 
that  what  he  performed  were  jugghng  tricks 
and  not  miracles.  It  is  a  common  artifice  of 
infidelity  to  confound  these  two  things,  which 
are  essentially  distinct ;  and  to  endeavour  to 
embarrass  the  subject  by  associating  the  works 
of  Christ  with  those  of  the  Egyptian  necro- 
mancerSj  and  Appollonius  and  Vespasian,  and 
the  Romish  saints,  and  the  Abbe  Paris.* 
But  before  they  presume  to  ask  whether  the 
miracles  of  the  Abbe  Paris  are  a  proof  of  his 
divine  mission,  they  must  first  set  themselves 
about  the  vain  labour  of  proving  that  the  Ab- 
be Paris  ever  wrought  miracles.  Their  error 
seems  to  be  founded  upon  the  idea  that  real 
miracles  can  be  wrought  for  the  purpose  of 
deception.  Now  I  am  convinced  that  nothing 
in  niture  can  be  more  self  evident,  than  that  if 
the  Deity  ever  entrusts  this  stupendous  pow- 
€r  to  any  human  being,  that  being  is  commis- 
sioned bv  him  to  teach  mankind  what  is  trUe. 
There  is  no  idea  which  is  so  instantly  repelled 
*  See  page  124, 
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by  the  mind,'  none  which  is  more  appaUing, , 
than  that  he  should  permit  the  laws  of  nature 
to  be  violated  in  defence  of  a  frjsehood. 

The  last  resort  of  Mr.  E.  is  the  bold  step 
of  denying  that  Christ  did  perform  realmira- 
cles  and  that  the  books  in  which  they  are  re- 
corded are  authentic.  As  this  is  totally  foreign 
from  the  point  now  under  consideration,  that 
Christianity  was  placed  by  Christ  and  the 
aposUes  on  no  other  footing  than  the  prophe- 
cies fl  shall  only  observe,  that  if  the  books  of 
the  New  Testament  are  not  genuine,  or  at 
least  if  the  facts  recorded  there  are  not  true, 
there  is  no  credit  to  be  given  to  history. 
Nothing  which  took  place  farther  back  than 
the  last  century,  nothing  indeed  which  we 
have  not  ourselves  actually  seen,  can  be  a  part 
of  our  knowledge.  If  the  vipers  of  infidelity 
would  break  their  teeth  against  a  file,  let  them 
gnaw  the  mighty  works  of  Jones  and  Lard- 
ner.  No  man  who  attacks  the  authenticity  of 
the  scriptures  can  be  entitled  to  a  reply,  till 
he  has  successfully  encountered  these  great 
men,  and  torn  the  imperishable  laurels  from 
their  brows,  and  wrested— that  weapon,   at 
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which  such  an  enemy  should  tremble — the- 
spear  of  Ithuriel,  from  their  hands.  ^ 

If  I  am  right  in  these  remarks,  it  appears 
in  opposition  to  the  fundamental  principle  of 
Mr.  English  ajid  Mr.  Collins,  that  miracles 
are  in  themselves  a  good  and  sufficient  proof 
of  the  divine  mission  of  Jesus  Christ;  that 
Christianity  was  in  fact  put  upon  this  proof 

*  I  recommend  to  the  consideration  of  the  reader 
the  following  paragraphs  of  Gilbert  Wakefield. 

"  To  this  argument  against  the  resurreciioiidf  Je- 
sus," his  miracles,  &c.  "various  answers  might  be  in- 
stituted ;  but  I  shall  confine  myself  to  one  only,  which 
appears  to  my  mind  incapable  of  confutation  upon  any 
principle  of  philosophy  or  experience  ;  and  will  indeed 
admit  of  no  dispute,  but  upon  positions  subversive  of 
all  historical  testimony  whatsoever,  and  introductory 
of  universal  scepticism. 

The  numerous  circumstances  interspersed  through 
the  Gospel  narratives  and  in  the^c^s  of  the  Apostles, 
appertaining  to  the  geography  of  countries,  the  posi- 
tion of  rivers,  towns,  and  cities,  public  transactions  of 
iTkUch  notoriety  in  those  days  ;  the  dress,  customs, 
manners,  and  languages  of  nations  and  individuals  ; 
political  characters  of  eminence  and  their  conduct, 
with  a  vast  multiplicity  of  detached  occurrences  and 
facts,  not  necessary  to  be  specified  at  large,  challenge 
(to  speak  with  moderation)  as  large  a  portion  of  credi- 
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by  its  founder  and  his  apostles ;  and  that  this 
was  the  real  ciause  of  its  success  among  the 
Jews.  But  certainly,  say  these  gentlemen, 
Jesus  did  claim  to  be  the  Messiah,  and  as  such 
to  be  received  by  his  countrymen  ;  and  it  cer- 
tainly is  a  prominent  article  of  your  religion 
that  he  was  so.  The  gentlemen  are  righto 
And  I  should"  have  no  doubt  that  he  was  the 
Messiah  of  the  prophets  ;  even  if  1  could  not; 
clearly  discern  how  many  or  all  the  prophetic 
writings,  which  have  descended  to  our  timCj . 
were  in  their  strict  sense  verified  in  him.     I 

bility  to  these  books,  considered  in  the  light  of  historU  . 
cat  testimonials,  as   can  be  claimed  for  any  writings 
whatever,  received  as  genuine,  and  equally  ancient 
and  mUrltifarious.     Now  noniean  presiimption  arises.. 
in  favour  of  the  most  extraordinary  transactions}  also, 
blended  in  the  same  texture  of  narrative  by  historians 
of  so  credible  a  character  with  respect  to  the  rest  of 
their  relations  ;  but,  when  these   €xtrao7xllnary  facta  ... 
are  found  to  havQ  so  intimate  an  incorporation  wdth 
the   common  and  unsuspicious  occurrences  of  these 
histories  so  as  to  adniit  of  no  detachment,  but  to  stand  - 
or  fall  with  the  main  body  of  the  compositions  ;  I  caii'^ 
not  see  how  any  historical  probability  of  the  authen- 
ticity of  these  extraordinary  events  can  risphighev  = 
thaninsuch  an  instance/' 
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should  believe,  in  that  case,  that  Jesus  under- 
stood these  writings  better  than  I  can  possibly 
do  ;  that  the  argument  was  applied  more  ef- 
fectually to  the  views  and  feelings  of  Jews, 
who  were  to  be  drawn  from  the  religious 
principles  in  which  they  had  been  educated, 
than  it  could  be  applied  to  me  ;  that  the 
probability  \vvs  infinitely  greater  that  the  writ- 
ings which  are  in  my  hands  should  have  been 
corrupted  either  bv  time  or  vilianv,  or  that 
they  should  have  been  perplexed  with  insur- 
mountable diiHculties  bv  the  multitude  of  in- 
terpretations  applied  to  them  in  different  ages 
and  by  ignorant  or  interested  writers,  or  that 
the  language  should  become  obscure,  many 
of  the  expressions  lose  their  real  signification, 
many  of  its  allusions  become  inexplicable, 
and  thus  that  I  should  be  deprived  of  the 
power  of  deciding  justly  upon  the  subject — 
than  that  the  vast  variety  of  considerations  by 
which  the  fact  of  the  miracles  is  nearly  demon- 
strated should  be  all  a  delusion.  I  am  now 
ready,  however,  to  meet  these  writers  on  their 
own  ground,  and  to  show,  in  opposition  to 
their  second  fundamental  principle,  that  the 
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prophecies^  so  fir  as  they  are  clear  and  i7\teU 
ligible^  were  literally  accomplished  in  Jesus 
Christ, 

It  is  here  necessary,  in  order  to  avoid  con- 
fusion and  caviling,  to  state  distinctly  what 
points  we  are  bound  as  Christians  to  prove, 
and  what  we  are  not  bound  to  prove.  In  the 
first  place,  we  are  not  bound  to  show  that  all 
the  passages  of  the  prophetic  writings,  whicli 
Christian  divines,  commentators,  &c.  have 
chosen  to  apply  to  Jesus,  are  real  predictions 
of  the  Messiah.  No  doubt  much  useless  la- 
bour and  much  injudicious  zeal  has  been  ex- 
pended, in  endeavouring  to  make  the  scriptures 
speak  a  language  on  this  subject,  which  is  not 
their  own.  Many  texts  have  been  collected, 
which  probably  are  no  prophecies  at  all,  and 
many,  which  are  prophecies,  referred  proba- 
bly to  certain  distinguished  characters  among 
the  Jews,  and  to  the  political  state  of  that  peo- 
ple before  the  coming  of  Christ,  and  not  to 
any  thing  which  is  to  take  place,  or  has  taken 
place,  subsequent  to  that  period.  To  recon- 
cile these  texts  with  what  they  are  adduced. 
to  prove,  it  has  been  found  necessary  to  have 
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recourse  to  double  senses,  and  to  typical  and. 
allege iical  explanations.  And  it  is  true,  that 
'insuperable  difficulties  have  arisen  out  of  this 
mode  of  treating  the  subject,  of  which  unbe- 
lievers have  not  failed  to  take  advantage,  and 
sometiaies  with  great  success.  I  have  no 
more  faith  in  this  scheme  of  double  senses, 
than  Mr.  E.  can  have,  and  I  should  have  no 
difficulty  in  conceding  to  him — ^that  if  there 
were  no  prophecies  applicable  to  Jesus  of 
Nazareth,  except  such  as  had  been  previously/ 
fulfiiltd  in  their  real  sense,  and  were  fulfilled 
by  him  only  in  a  spiritual  or  mystical  sense, 
the  whole  argument  from  prophecy  is  of  no 
value  as  an  evidence  of  Christianity,  and  ought 
therefore  to  be  abandoned.  But  we  are  not 
yet  reduced  to  this  extremity,  and  to  avoid  it, 
we  must  lay  entirely  out  of  the  question,  those 
prophecies,  which  are  doubtful,  those  which 
are  unintelligible,  and  those,  which  without 
dispute  were  fulfilled  by  other  men,  and  in 
other  times. 

In  the  second  place,  wx  are  not  obliged  to 
prove  that  all  those  prophecies,  which  are  aa- 
knowleds^ed  to  relate  to  the   Messiah,   have^ 
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^htcn  already  fulfilled  by  Jesus  Christ.     We 
Icnow,  that  the  great  purposes  of  God,  relating 
to  the  improvemeni  of  mankind,  are  matured 
slowly,  and  by  the  instrumentality  of  natural 
means.     Ages  are  suffered  to  pass  away,  be- 
fore the  principal  effects  of  certain  events  and 
certain  states  of  society  begin  to  be  perceptible. 
The  ol)jects  for  which  they  take  place,  and  to 
which,  by  the  control  of  Providence,  they  all 
tend,  are  involved  in  impenetrable  mystery^ 
till  time  gradually   unfolds  them.     There  is 
-no  reason  to  believe,  therefore,  that  if  the  Su- 
preme Being   had   determined  to  reform  and 
bless  mankind  by  sending  to  them  a  special 
messenger,  he  w^ould  deviate  from  the  com- 
mon course  of  his  government,  and  cause  all 
the  possible  good  effects  of  this  mission  to 
take  place  miraculously  and  at  the  same  period-. 
On  the  contrary,  if  there  were  no  prophecies 
'in  existence  to  determine  the  manner  in  which 
a  work  of  this  magnitude  w^ould  be  accom- 
plished ;   if  we  were  to  judge  only  from  past 
experience,  and  by  the  aid  of  common  sense, 
it  would  be  most  rational  to   think   that  the 
reformation  and  felicity  of  mankind  would  be 
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^effected  after  a  long  course  of  ages,  by  such 
means  as  are  adapted  to  human  nature  in  its 
present  state  ; — that  as  the  only  method,  by 
which  beings  constituted  as  we  are  can  be 
made  virtuous  without  a  miracle,  is  a  course 
of  moral  discipline,  some  such  method  would 
be  adopted  by  this  benevolent  messenger  to 
falnl  the  object  of  his  mission  ; — a  method^ 
in  which  motives  and  noi  force  would  be  em- 
ployed to  influence  human  conduct,  and  in 
which  time  must  be  allowed  to  intervene  be- 
tween causes  and  their  eiTects,  between  one 
stage  of  improvement  and  another. 

Now  this  is  precisely  what  we  are  taught  to 
expect  by  the  prophecies  of  the  Old  Testament. 
They  speak,  as  we  are  all  agreed,  of  this  mes- 
senger, this  Messiah,  a  prophet  favoured  by 
,God  above  all  men,  who  was  to  be  the  light, 
glory,  and  joy  of  all  nations  ;  w^ho  was  to  be 
entrusted  with  the  great  work  of  establishing 
the  worship  of  the  one  living  and  true  God 
over  the  whole  earth,  and  of  producing  a  state 
of  universal  righteousness,  peace,  and  felicity. 
Take  then  whatever  period  of  the  world  you 
choose,  past  or  future,  ibr  the  advent  of  the 
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Messiah^  and  the  commencement  of  his  work, 
it  is  obvious,  that  if  the  world  is  constituted 
as  it  is  now,  a  vast  period  of  time  must  elapse 
before  it  is  completed,  and  the  Messiah  enjojs 
his  triumph.     Let  us  consider  a  moment  what 
this  work  is.     The  Jews,  the  most  stiffnecked 
and  incorrigible  race  of  men  that  ever  cam.c 
from  the  hands  of  the  Creator,  are  to  be  made 
sensible  of  their  errors  and  repent  of  their  hos- 
tility to  the   Christian  religion,  and  in  conse- 
quence  are   to   be  gathered  from  all  nations 
under  heaven  to  the  country  of  their  ances- 
tors.     The   Gentiles,    of  all   kindreds,  and 
tongues,  and  lands,  are  to  be  enlightened  and 
reformed,  to  abandon  their  idolatry  and  ex e» 
crable  superstitions,  and  worship  the  supreme- 
God  as  disciples  of  Christ.     The  bad  effects 
of  ambition,  pride,  lust,  and  all  the  corrupt 
passions  of  the  heart,  are  to  be   done   away, 
and  the  passions  themselves  to  be  restrained, 
before  peace  and  righteousness  can  be  univer- 
sal.    Can    it    be  necessary  to  say  that  this  is 
not  a  work  to  be  executed  by  a  mere  polrtica|^^ 
prince  during  the  term  of  his  natural  life  ? 
It  is  not  a  little  surprising  that  the  Jev/ish 
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teachers,  who  are  reputed  to  have  studied  their 
sacred  books  with  great  attention,  or  indeed 
that  any  considerate  person  whatever,  should 
refer  a  succession  of  events,  which  from  their 
nature  must  extend  through  many  ages  and 
many  generations,  to  the  reign  of  a  single  man 
on  earth.  Yet  this  is  the  principal  point  in 
Mr.  English's  book,  the  hinge,  if  I  may  so 
speak,  on  which  it  turns— the  post,  at  which 
he  takes  his  stand,  and  bids  defiance  to  his 
adversaries.  All  these  prophecies,  says  he, 
relate  to  the  Messiah  ;  they  must  be  fulfilled 
by  him  ;  but  they  have  not  been  fulfilled, by 
Jesus  Christ,  and  therefore  he  cannot  be  the 
Messiah."^  But  the  fact  is,  the  scriptures 
are  not  at  variance  with  philosophy  and  expe= 
rience  on  this  point.  They  do  not  say  that 
the  coming  of  the  Messiah,  and  the  comple- 
tion of  his  work,  and  his  ultimate  triumph 
shall  be  cotemporaneoiis.  They  do  not  teach 
wliat  upon  human  principles  w^e  know  to  be 
impossible.  They  say,  as  Christians  do,  that 
the  instrument  of  this  scheme  for  the  improve- 
ment of  mankind  should  be  a  great  prophet, 
*  Page  \  1 5  note. 
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a  preacher  of  righteousness,  who  should  ap- 
pear in  the  world  and  begin  his  work  under 
such  circumstances  of  humility,  that  he  should 
be  despised  and  rejected  ; — that  he  should  be 
a  sufferer  and  be  put  to  death  ; — that  notwith- 
standing this,  his  kingdom,   or,  which  is  the 
same  thing,  the  doctrines  which  he  taught, 
with  their  appropriate  motives  and  sanctions, 
should  gradually   advance  in  the  world,  and 
subdue  its  enemies,  and  acquire  influence  and 
spread  itself;  till  in  due  time  it  should  change 
the  hearts  of  all  nations  and  make  them  blessed. 
It  is  to  this  future  triumphant  state  of  Chris- 
tianity,  that  all  those  splendid  predictions, 
which  speak  of  Jesus  as  a  victorious  king,  are- 
without  question  to  be  referred,  and  in  which 
they  will  be  fulfilled.     We  cannot   therefore 
be  required  to  show  in  direct  opposition  to  the 
scriptures  that  all  these  things,  which  are  here- 
after to  take  place,   have  already  taken  place. 
If  we  can  prove  that  those  predictions  relating 
to   the   Messiah,   which  were  intended  to  be 
accomplished  up  to  our  time,  are  literally  veri- 
fied by  Christ  and  his  religion,  it  is  all,  that^; 
as  believers,  we  are  bound  to  prove. 


Ill  the  third  plaee,  we  are  not,, in  my  opiii 
ion,  obliged  to  prove,  that  all  the  passages 
taken  out  of  the  Old  Testament  and  applied 
to  Christ  by  the  writers  of  the  New,  are  gen- 
uine predictions  of  him,  or  that  they  are  the 
strongest  proofs  which  could  have  been  sup- 
plied by  the  scriptures.  It  is  true,  that  the 
Apostles,  who  so  applied  these  passages,  were 
qualified  by  God  to  teach  the  Christian  relig- 
ion to  mankind,  and  had  the  power  of  work- 
ing miracles  in  proof  of  their  divine  authority  ; 
and  if  it  could  appear  that  the  interpretation 
of  the  whole  Jewish  scriptures  was  part  of 
the  object  for  which  they  were  thus  endowed 
with  supernatural  gifts ;  and  if  it  could  also 
appear  that  these  quotations  were  proofs  on 
which  they  relied,  on  which  they  rested  their 
cause;  then  there  would  be  a  strong  presump- 
tion that  they  were  right,  even  though  their 
reasoning  should  seem  to  us,  at  this  distance 
of  time,  vague  and  inconclusive.  But  it  does 
not  appear  that  they  did  in  all  cases  allege 
these  passages  as  absolute,  independent  proofs, 
in  which  the  strength  of  their  cause  consisted, 
or  that  they  were  any  farther  concerned  with 
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the  Old  Testament,,  than  as  it  enabled  them'^^ 
to  convince  the  Jews  that  there  \vfts  nothing 
in  the  character  of  Christ,   which  wa^  utterly 
irreconcileabk  with  the  scriptures.    The  Jews, 
as  we  have  seen,  were  in  eager  expectation  of 
the  Messiah.     They  entertained  peculiar  and 
mistaken    notioi>s  of  his  character,   derived 
either  from  ancient  tradition,   or  the  exposi- 
tions of  their,  own  teachers  ;    they    had  been , 
taught  to  believe  that  certain  texts  were  pre- 
dictions  relating  to  him  which  probably  were 
not  so  ;  ?nd  these  notions  and  prejudices  were 
strong  and  deep  rooted.     It  was  the  business 
of  the  apostles,  therefore,  to  show  them  that 
even  if  these  texts  did  refer  to  the  Messiahj . 
they  were   strictly  applicable  to   Jesus,    and 
therefore  upon  their  own  principles  they  ought, 
to  receive  himo     For  instance,  we  may  pre- 
sume that  there  was  at  that  time  a  general  be- 
lief that  a  state  of  things  similar  to  that  de- 
scribed  by  the  prophet  Joel  would  take  place 
at  the  coming  of  the  Messiah.     The  apostle 
Peter,  without  determining  whether  this  gen- 
eral belief  was  well  or  ill  founded,  might  very 
safely  say,  ''  you  expect  that  God  will  pour 
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out  his  Spirit ;  see,  God  has  poured  out  his 
Spirit,  ancFa  state  of  things  corresponding  to 
the  description  of  Joel  has  actually  taken 
plgce/'  If  the  apostles  had  never  employed 
other  reasoning  than  these  addresses  to  the 
professed  principles  of  their  hearers,  they 
would  no  doubt  have  placed  their  religion 
upon  an  imperfect  foundation.  But,  after 
having  established  their  own  authority  and 
that  of  their  Master  by  miracles,  having  dis- 
played the  fact  of  his  resurrection,  having 
shown  that  he  came  to  them  widi  stronger 
proofs  of  his  divine  mission  than  any  preced- 
ing prophet,  it  was  riglu  that  they  should  en- 
deavor in  this  manner  to  remove  certain  mere 
prejudices  against  him,  which  would  other- 
wise have  been  insurmountable. 

Some  of  tlvese  passages  are  quoted  as  il- 
lustrations, or  are  applied  to  events,  of  which 
they  are  not  inde/ed  prophetic,  but  to  which 
they  correspond,  others  are  probably  real 
prophecies  ;  some  are  applied  literally,  others 
figuratively.  There  is  an  obvious  distinc- 
tion between  these  cases  ;  and,  by  attending 
carefully  to  this  distinction,  we  keep    en^ 
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lireiy  clear  of  the  question,  whether  the  apos--. 
ties,  in  this  respect,   were  or  were  not  infalli^ 
ble.     If  it  were  true,  as  Mr.  English  asserts, 
that  they  were  all  indiscriminately  adduced 
and  applied   as  prophecies  concerning  JesuSj. 
when  in  fact  they  were  not  prophecies,    then, 
it  would  be  a  good  argument  that  they   were 
not  divinely  inspired.       But  the  passages   in, 
question  are  not  uniformly  cited  in  this  man- 
ner,   nor  are  they  used   as   independent   and 
conclusive  evidences  of  the  truth  of  Christian*, 
iiy ; — •nnd  whatever  becomes  of  their  integrity 
in  citin«:  them   by    allusion,  &c.  there  is  no. 
doubt  that  they  perfectly  imder stood  the  na- 
ture and  real  value  of  their  own  reasonings. 
On  this  subject  Mr,  E.  is  weak  and  frivolous, 
beyond  what  is  common  in  the  antagonists  of  " 
Christianity.     "  If  these  prophecies,"  says  he, 
meaning  these  passages^  which  are  not  proph» 
ecies,  nor  adduced  as  such,    "are  only  urged 
by  the  apostles  as  proofs  to  the  Jews,  and  in- 
tended only  as  proofs  founded  on  the  mistaken 
meanings  of  the  Old  Testament  of  some  Jews , 
of  their  time ^  what  sense  is  there  in  appealing 
upon  all  occasions  to  the  prophets,  and  recpTO-. 
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iTJending  the  reading  and  search  of  the  Old 
Testament  for  the  trial  and  proof  of  what  was 
preached  ?"'*  There  seems  to  be  much  good 
sense,  and  much  judgement  in  appealing  to 
the  prophets  on  all  occasions  when  they  were 
addressing  Jews  ;  because  the  authority  of  the 
prophets  was  acknowledged  on  both  sides  to 
be  the  only  proper  mode  of  determining  the 
question.  There  was  much  good  sense  too 
in  removing  the  prejudices  of  '*  some  Jews  of 
their  time,"  founded  on  certain  passages  of 
scripture,  and  thns  preparing  their  minds  to 
receive  the  great  body  of  evidence  in  proof 
of  Christianity,  by  showing  that  even  if  these 
texts .  referred  to  the  Messiah,  there  was- 
nothing  in  the  character  of  Jesus  which  con- 
tradicted them.  We  know  not  on  what  par- 
ticular acknowledged  prophecies  of  the  Old 
Testament  the  principal  arguments  of  Christ 
und  his  apostks  were  founded.  A  very  small 
part  of  v/hat  they,  delivered  was  conmiitted  to 
writing  and  has  descended  to  our  time ;  we 
therefore  only  know  general!}'  that  they  did 
-!^ppeal  to  Moses  and  the  proplicts, .  and  did:.. 
*  Pase  31,. 
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*txpound  all  those  things  which  related  to  JesiiSo 
It  is  by  no  means  probable,  however,  that  the 
few  citations  from  the  Old  Testament,  which 
are  found  in  the  New,  were  considered  by 
those  who  used  them,  as  the  most  prominent 
-^r  convincing  proofs  of  their  religion. 

This  writer  is  very  pleasant  upon  the  theory, 
that  these  quotations  were  made  in  some  in- 
stances as  descriptive,  not  prophetic,  of  ex- 
isting facts 4  which  with  singular  facetious- 
ness  he  terms  "  an  accommodating  principle 
of  accommodation/'  He  will  not  permit  us, 
withSykes,  Campbell,  and  other  distinguished 
critics,  to  consider  the  form  in  which  the  quo- 
tations are  sometimes  introduced,  and  which 
is  rendered  in  the  common  version^  that  it 
might  he  fulfilled^  as  equivalent  to  this  lan- 
guage, in  this  the  saying  of  the  prophet  was 
verified ;  because  forsooth  the  learned  Dr, 
Marsh  and  others  have  pronounced  that  ex- 
planation to  be  untenable.  But  as  the  learned 
Dr.  Michaelis  and  others  think  it  is  tenable, 
the  affair  seems  to  be  at  least  pretty  equally 
balanced ;  and  we  are  at  liberty  to  retain  ouf 
sentiments  without  being  open  to  the  charge 


76 

t)f  gross  absurdity.     With  respect  to  Marsh, 
however,  we  find  upon  turning  to  the  notes 
on  Michaelis,  vol.  L   p.  477,  2d.  edit,  that 
this  critic,  after  giving  the  names  of  several 
eminent    men,    who  adopted  the  principle  of 
accommodation,  as    Clement  of  Alexandria, 
Kidder,   Nicholls,   Sykes,   and  Eckermann, 
expresses  himself  thus,  "  As  this  doctrine  has 
not  onlv  such  able  advocates,  but  such  able 
adversaries,   it  is  difficult  to  determine  which 
side  of  the  question  we  should  adopt.    It  seems 
however  to  be  at  least  a  matter  of  doubt  wheth- 
er the  principle  of  accommodation  can  be  ad- 
mitted where  the  strong  expressions  are  used 
—this  was  done,"   Sec.     Could  Mr.  E.  have 
read  this   passage  ?    Or  if  he  had,  could  life 
venture  to  say  that  its  author,  although  in- 
clined to  doubt  the  correctness  of  the  theory, 
had  frankly  acknowledged  it  to  h^'untenahle? 
It  is  a  little  curious  that  among  the  *'  European 
critics,"  who  with  Mr.  E.  reject  the  principle 
of  accommodation,  is  "the  venerable  Suren- 
husius"  himself,*  whose  name  makes  so  con- 

*  Surenhusius  was  a  Dutch  professor  and  critic  oT 
<Sisling lushed   Itarnin^.    'He  is  mentioned  very  ^rt^- 
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^picuous  a  figure  in  his  book.  He,  it  seems, 
is  of  opinion,  that  when  this  form  of  quota- 
tion that  it  might  be  fiiljilled  is  used  in  the 
New  Testament,  something  more  is  invaria- 
bly intended  than  allusion  or  accommodation.* 
But  setting  aside  authority,  "  it  can  be 
proved,"  continues  Mr.  English,  "  not  to  be 
so  from  the  New  Testament  itself."  The 
proof  is,  that  the  apostle  John  in  his  account 
of  the  death  of  Jesus  represents  him  as  say- 
ing, /  thirst,  in  order  to  fulfil  a  prophecy,  and 
it  was,  as  he  thinks,  unsuitable  in  John  to  say 

spectfully  by  Marsh,  in  his  notes  upon  Michaelis,  and 
by  other  authors  of  eminence.  Among  other  works, 
he  published  an  edition  of  the  Hebrew  Mischna,  at 
Amsterdam,  1698,  which  Clarke  (Bibliog,  Diet.)  styles 
a  very  valuable  and  well  edited  work.  The  ten  tra- 
ditional rules  of  interpretation,  mentioned  by  Mr.  E. 
=^fter  his  master  Collins,  are  stated  to  be  rules  of  Jew 
ish  doctors.  Whatever  suspicion,  therefore,  they  may 
throw  upon  Jewish  writings  and  Jewish  traditions, 
they  can  have  nothing  to  do  with  Christ  and  his  apos- 
tles, whose  quotations  from  scripture  may  be  satisfac- 
torily explained  in  another  way,  and  who  declared  the 
whole  system  of  Jewish  traditions  to  be  utterly  false. 

*  Michaelis,  vol.  L  p  479, 
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tlxat  his  master  uttered  words,  by  which  he. 
only  gave  occasion  for  the  remark  that  a  pas- 
sage of  scripture  was  thus  verified.  I  see 
nothing  unsuitable  or  disrespectful  in  all  this. 
The  apostle  does  not  say  that  the  words  were 
uttered  in  order  to  accomplish  a  prophecy. 
He  only  says,  that  by  these  words  a  scripture, 
Of  a  passage  of  scripture  was  verified.  The 
passage  is  applied  in  the  same  manner  in 
which  he  soon  after  applies  to  him  another 
passage,  relating  to  the  paschal  lamb,  a  bone 
of  him  shall  not  he  broken^  which  I  suppose 
no  person  in  his  senses  ever  suspected  to  be 
a  prophecy. 

To  mi  ke  out  the  fact  that  Jesus  of  Naza- 
reth was  the  Messiah  of  the  Old  Testament, 
we  are  now  bound  to  show  that  certain  clear 
and  intelligible  predictions  of  Moses  and  the 
prophets  were  literally  fulfilled  in  him.  Of 
these  it  would  be  easy  to  produce  a  great 
number ;  but  as  the  argument  does  not  re- 
quire this,  and  as  I  would  avoid  swelling  this 
book  to  an  unreasonable  size,  I  shall  select  a 
few  of  those  which  are  mentioned  by  Mr.  E. 
^nd  are  not  considered  bv  him  as  conclusive. 


Let  it  be  remembered  that  the  point  which  is 
peremptorily  denied  by  this  writer,  and  was 
denied  by  the  Jewish  doctors,  and  was  the  ob- 
ject for  which  our  Saviour  perpetually  appeal- 
ed to  the  scriptures,  is,  that  a  suffering  state 
of  the  Messiah  was  to  precede  his  triumph. 

In  the    18th  Dent.  15 — 20,  w^e  have  these 
words  of  Moses,     "  The  Lord  thy  God  will 
raise  up  unto  thee  a  prophet  from  the  midst  of 
thee,  of  thy  brethren  like  unto  me,  unto  him 
shall  ye  hearken  according  to  all  that  thou  de» 
siredst  of  the  Lord  in  Horeb,"  &c.     "  And 
the  Lord  said  unto  me  they,  have  well  spoken 
that  w^hich  they  have  spoken.     I  v/iTi   raise'' 
them  up  a  prophet  from  among  their  brethren 
like  unto  thee,  and  will  put  my  words  in  his 
mouth  and  he  shall  speak  unto  them  all  that  I 
shall  command  him,  and  it  shall  come  to  pass 
that  whoever  will  not  hearken  unto  my  words, 
w^hich  he  shall  speak  in  my  name,  I  will  re- 
quire it   of  him."     As  this  passage  is  taken 
from  a  chapter  in  which  Moses  is  giving  di- 
rections to  the  Israelites  in  what  manner  to 
conduct  themselves  after  taking  possession  of 
the  land  of  Canaan,  and  to  avoid  the  super. 
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stitious  practices  of  the  inhabitants,  ptirticu- 
larly  in  consulting  necromancers  and  divin- 
ers ;  a  reader  might  be  led  to  infer  that  Moses 
intended  to  convey  no  other  idea  than  that  the 
Lord  would  raise  up  and  send  to  them  true 
prophets,  from  whom,  and  not  from  heathen 
necromancers,  they  should  learn  his  will.  At 
the  same  time,  this  inference  would  be  render- 
ed extremely  doubtful  by  the  peculiar  force 
of  the  expressions,  **  a  prophet  like  unto  ;?2C','- 
words  which  indicate  not  a  common  man,  or  a 
succession  of  common  prophets,  but  a  partic- 
ular individual  possessing  the  same  high  char- 
ijeler,  qyalifications  and  powers  with  Moses- 
himself;  like  him  a  messenger  from  heaven, 
the  founder  of  a  religion,  the  mediator  of  a 
covenant  between  God  and  man,  endowed 
with  supernatural  gifts,  admitted  to  a  peculiar 
and  intimate  intercourse  with  the  Deity.  Now 
upon  consulting  the  historical  books  of  the 
Old  Testament,  we  find  that  no  person  had 
appeared  between  the  death  of  Moses  and  the 
latest  date  of  these  histories,  not  even  except^ 
ing  Joshua,  Samuel,  Elijah,  Elisha,  or  any 
prophets,  who  verified  this  prediction ;  and  it 
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is  expressly  said  by  those  who  affixed  the 
concluding  paragraph  to  the  book  of  Deuter- 
onomy, that  "  Joshua  the  son  of  Nun  was  full 
of  the  spirit  of  wusdom,  and  the  people  heark- 
ened to  him  and  did  as  the  Lord  commanded 
Moses  ;  But  there  arose  7iot  a  prophet  since  in 
Israel  like  unto  Moses,  whom  the  Lord  knew 
face  to  face  in  all  the  signs  and  wonders  which 
the  Lord  sent  him  to  do,^^  The  conclusion 
therefore  would  be  either  that  this  was  not  the 
true  meaning  of  the  words,  or  that  Moses  re- 
ferred to  some  distinguished  individual,  who 
should  appear  at  some  very  remote  period. 

The  doubt  is  removed  from  my  mind  by 
referring  to  the  following  language  of  Peter^ 
Acts  iii.  20 — 24,  after  he  had  received  the 
miraculous  gifts  of  the  Spirit.  **  And  he  shall 
send  Jesus  Christ,  who  before  was  preached  ^ 
unto  you,  whom  the  heaven  must  receive  un- 
til the  time  of  restitution  of  all  things  which 
God  hath  spoken  by  the  mouth  of  all  his  holy 
prophets  since  the  world  began.  For  Moses 
truly  said  unto  your  fathers  a  prophet  shall  the 
Lord  your  God  raise  up  unto  you  of  your 
brethren  like  unto  me  ;    him  shall  ye  hear  in 
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all  things  whatsoever  he  shall  say  unto  you. 
And  it  shall  come  to  pass  that  every  soul 
which  will  not  hear  that  prophet  shall  be  de- 
stroyed from  among  the  people."  Jesus  of 
Nazareth,  then,  according  to  St.  Peter  is  the. 
person  foretold  by  Moses.  And  if  his  author- 
ity  is  to  be  admitted  in  the  case,  the  passage 
in  question  is  a  real  prophecy  literally  appli- 
cable to  our  Saviour,  ^nd  not  figuratively  ap- 
plicable to  a  succession  of  prophets  immedi- 
ately subsequent  to  the  time  of  Moses» 

Mr.  English  denies  that  this  is  a  prediction 
of  the  Messiah,  in  which  opinion  he  is  coun^ 
tenanced  by  Michaelis,  Dr.  Priestley,  and  the, 
modern  Jews  ;  and  opposed  by  numerous 
critics,  and,  which  he  will  probably  hear  with 
some  surprise,  by  the  ancient  Jews  themselves. 
There  had  prevailed  for  several  centuries  be- 
fore the  birth  of  Jesus  a  firm  belief  that  God, 
in  Gonsequence  of  this  promise,  was  about  to 
«end  to  them  a  great  prophet,  who  should  un- 
Hfold  the  hidden  meaning  of  the  scriptures,  ex- 
plain the  prophecies,  and  the  real  design  of 
the  rites  and  ceremonies  of  the  law.  A  vari- 
ety of  ancient  Je^sh  authorities  are  given  by 
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Chandler,  in  his  '' defence  of  Christianity, ''' 
which  show  that  this  prophet  mentioned  by^ 
Moses  was  at  that  time  beheved  to  signify  the 
Messiah.^  It  appears  to  have  been  their  opin= 
ion  that  "  the  knowledge  of  the  prophecies 
would  be  taken  from  them-  and  be  lost  with, 
the  Hebrew  their  native  tongue  ;  but  the  Mes- 
sias  would  restore  to  them  the  understanding; 
of  both  and  open  the  sealed  book."  This, 
prophet  is  probably  alluded  to  in  I.  Macca- 
bees, iv.  46.  "  And  they  laid  the  stones  in, 
the  mountain  of  the  temple  in  a  convenient 
place  till  there  should  come  a  prophet ^''^  &c. 
Again,  xiv.  41,  *'  The  Jews  and  priests  were 
well  pleased"  that  Simon  should  be  their  gov- 
ernor and  high  priest  forever  until  there  should 
arise  a  faithful  praphet, ' '  When  John  the 
Baptist  made  his  appearance  in  Judea  as  a 
teacher  of  righteousness,  the  priests  and  Le- 
vites  came  to  him  with  this  question — art^ 
thou  that  prophet  F.  When  the  people  saw  the 

*  Chandler,  page  307,  et  seq. 

Fieri  non  potest,  says  one  of  these  Rabbins^  quin 
surgat  aliquando  similis  propheta  Mosi,  vel  major  eiv 
Rex  enim  Messias  evit  sijnilis  ei  ant  major, 


84 

miracles  of  Jesus,  they  said  one  to  another 
this  is  in  truth  that  prophet  which  xvas  to 
come.  **  I  know,"  says  the  woman  of  Sama- 
ria, *'  that  when  the  Messias  is  come  he  will 
teach  us  all  things.  Gome,"  said  she  to  the 
men  of  her  city,  **  and  see  a  man  who  told  me 
all  things  that  ever  I  did,  is  not  this  the  Mes= 
siah  ?" 

We  are  justified,  therefore,  in  considering 
this  passage,  applied  by  the  apostle  Peter  to 
Jesus  as  a  real  prophecy  of  the  Messiah.  In- 
deed if  it  should  even  be  interpreted  of  a  suc- 
cession of  prophets,  beginning  at  the  time  of 
Moses,  it  must  include  the  Messiah,  who  was 
one,  and  the  most  distinguished  of  that  suc- 
cession. If  this  be  admitted,  and  I  see  not 
how  it  can  reasonably  be  denied,  the  ques- 
tion will  be,  whether  Jesus  of  Nazareth  was 
that  great  prophet  like  unto  Moses,  who  was 
expected  with  'so  much  enthusiasm?  Jesus 
like  his  predecessor  was  a  messenger  from  the 
Supreme  Being  to  mankind;  he  came  to 
make  know^n  to  them  the  will  of  God,  and  to 
prescribe  rules  for  their  felicity;  he  had  the 
same  authority,  the  samt  qualifications^  the 
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same  riglit  to  be  obeyed.  He  was  the  head  of' 
a  new  dispensation,  the  mediator  of  a  new 
covenant ;  he  taught  men  how  to  render  an 
acceptable  service  to  their  Creator  ;  he  deUv- 
ered  a  system  of  doctrines,  statutes,  and  ordi- 
nances adapted  to  keep  aUve  and  cherish  the 
most  exalted  reverence  of  God,  and  to  make 
this  the  grand  and  constant  principle  of  human 
conduct ;  he  performed  the  most  astonishing 
miracles  ;  he  enioved  the  most  intimate  com,, 
munion  with  tlie  Deity  •  he  was  in  a  certain 
sense  in  God  and  God  hi  him  ;  he  spake  the 
words  y^hlch  God  taught  him  ;  he  performed 
tlie  works  of  God.  Thus  far  Jesus  of  Naz^ct^- 
reth  was  like  unto  Moses,  but  he  was.a  great- 
er prophet  than  Moses,  riis  character  was 
unblemished;  it  was  a  perfect  model  of  ni oral 
beauty ;  the  imagination  can  conceive  of 
nothing  more  faultless  associated  with  human 
nature.  The  character  of  Moses  vv-as  marked 
with  dark  shades ;  he  was  sometimes  disobedi- 
ent ;  he  incurred  the  divine  displeasure,  and 
met  his  punishment.  Jesus  delivered  a  moral 
system,  not  imperfect,,  like  that  of  the  Jewish 
lawgiver,  not  arm^d  witji  temporal  sanctions,^. 
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nor  intended  to  restrain  merely  the  external 
conduct,  not  confined  to  a  particular  nation  ; 
but  adapted  to  all  the  conditions  and  wants  of 
man,  addressed  to  the  heart  as  well  as  the 
manners,  sanctioned  by  the  strongest  motives 
that  can  be  offered  to  human  beings,  and  in- 
tended to  improve  and  bless  all  the  nations  of 
the  earth.  Moses  sunk  into  the  grave  and  saw 
corruption  ;  Jesus  ascended,  the  conqueror  of 
death,  in  triumph  to  heaven. 

But  Mr.  E,  has  two  very  important  objec- 
tions to  the  application  of  this  prophecy  to  Je- 
sus, He  thinks  that  he  could  not  have  been  - 
the  expected  prophet,  and  that  the  Jews  were 
therefore  bound  to  reject  him  ;  because  in  the 
ilrst  place  ht  taught  doctrines  that  led  to  idol- 
atry, and  of  course  did  not  answer  to  the  test 
given  to  determine  the  merit  of  claims  like 
his  ;  and  in  the  second  place,  because  his  in- 
structions were  contrary  to  the  laws  of  Moses. 
The  reader  w^ill  be  curious  to  know  how  this 
singular  charge,  that  the  Christian  religion  en- 
courages idolatry,  is  supported  ;  for  all  Chris- 
tians know  that  if  Jesus  taught  any  thing  with 
peculiar  emphasis,  it  was,  that  the  Supreme 
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'Being  was  the  sole  object  oF religious  homage-; 
and  that  the  principal  object  of  his  mission 
was  to  make  known  this  great  truth  to  all 
mankind,  and  to  put  an  end  to  every  species 
of  idolatry.  We  are  referred,  however,  to  a 
copious  collection  of  passages  in  the  New 
Testament^  from  which  the  writer  ventures 
to  draw  this  conclusion,  that  religious  homage 
is  there  directed  to  be  paid  to  other  beings 
than  God,  and  consequently  there  is  internal 
evidence  against  the  divine  authority  of  the 
religion  itself  and  of  its  founder.  How  they, 
who  believe  that  Jesus,  a  being  distinct  from 
God,  and  commonly  styled  in  the  scriptures 
the  Son  of  God,  can  be  entitled  to  the  same 
kind  of  adoration  with  the  Deity  himself,  will 
vindicate  themselves  from  this  charge  of  Mr« 
E.  is  an  affair  Vvith  which  I  have  no  sort  of 
concern.  For  myself,  I  am  perfectly  satisfied 
that  his  conclusion  is  false ;  that  the  doctrine 
here  stat(  d  has  no  foundation  vv'hatever  in  the 
scriptures ;  that  all  the  texts,  which  he,  and 
much  greater  men  than  he,  have  torn  from, 
their  proper  places  and  connexion,  and  broiigbs 

*Page  131. 
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together  so  as  to  make  them  appear  to  speak 
this  language,  only  serve  to  show  the  ineffable 
weakness  of  the  cause  they  are  meant  to  sup- 
port. 

Jesus  taught  in  the  most  explicit  manner 
the  great  and  fundamental  principle  of  the 
Jewish  religion,  the  unity  and  unrivalled  ex- 
cellence of  God.  He  taught  it  in  the  very 
words  of  the  law.  *^  The  first  of  all  the  com- 
mandments is,  Hear  O  Israel,  the  Lord  our 
God  is  one  Lord,  and  thou  shalt  love  the  Lord 
thy  God  with  all  thy  heart  and  with  all  thy 
soul."  He  addressed  his  own  prayers  to  Je- 
Jiovah  and  taught  his  disciples  to  follow  his 
example.  He  knew  their  expectations  that 
God  would  send  them  a  prophet  like  unto 
Moses,  and  he  told  them  plainly  that  God  had 
sent  him ;  that  he  oame  from  God,  was  in- 
structed by  God,  was  sanctified  by  God; 
that  what  he  was,  and  possessed  and  hoped, 
was  derived  from  God ;  that  God  was  the 
common  Father  of  him  and  his  disciples.  He 
told  the  Jews  that  they  were  bound  to  honour 
him  the  messenger,  as  weU  as  the  Father  who 
^ent  him;    not  that  thev  must  confound  his 
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idea  in  their  minds  with  the  idea  of  a  Being,- 
who,  according  to  his  own  declaration,  was 
greater  than  he  ;  nor  tliatthey  must  pay  that 
exalted  adoration,  which  is  due  onlv  to  the 
great  Father  of  the  universe,  to  himself,  the 
fairest  work  of  the  Deity  be  it  admitted,  but 
still  a  work  of  the  Deity ^  who,  like  any  other 
created  being,  without  God  was  nothing.  He 
never  did  teach  them  to  address  religious 
worship  to  himself.  He  told  them,  and  no 
language  can  be  plainer,  that  "  in  that  day," 
meaning  after  he  left  the  world,  *'  they  should 
ask  him  nothing,  but  whatsoever  they  should 
ask  the  Father  in  his  name  should  be  givea 
them."  It  was  an  atrocious  calumny  of  the 
Jewish  scribes,  who  hated  him,  "  that  he  be- 
ing a  man  made  himself  God."*  They  af- 
Tected  to  understand  his  remarkable  assertion 
*'/  and  my  Father  are  one^^'*  which  means 
nothing  more  than  that  the  will  of  his  Father 
w^as  his  will,  that  they  were  one  in  design^  in- 
tention^ object — as  it  is  understood  by  nume- 
rous Christians  at  the  present  day.  But  he 
repelled  the  charge  with  indignation.  **  Is  it 
*.Iohn  X.  33, 
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not  written,"  said  he  to  the  Jews,  "  in  your  law, 
/  said  ye  are  gods  P  If  he  called  them  gods^ 
unto  whom  the  word  of  God  came" — David^ 
Solomon,  the  prophets,  &c. — "  say  ye  of  him, 
whom  the  Father  hath  sanctified  and  sent  into 
the  vjorldj  thou  blasphemest  because  I  said"— 
not  that  I  am  God,  or  that  even  the  title 
v/hu  h  is  given  in  scripture  to  David,  &.c.  is 
applicable  to  me,  but  only  that — "  I  am  the 
Bon  of  God." 

When  he  had  left  the  world,  and  the  cause 
in  defence  of  which  he  died  was  taken  up  by 
the  apostles,  what  did  they  say  to  the  people  ? 
Did  they  say  that  the  Eternal  God  himself 
had  appeared  on  earth  in  a  visible  form,  or 
that  the  second  person  in  the  Godhead,  a  be-^ 
ing  equal  in  nature,  attributes,  and  privileges, 
had  submitted  to  death,  and  was  entitled  to 
equal  honors  and  worship  with  the  Father  ? 
This  is  what  they  said.  ''  Ye  men  of  Israel, 
hear  these  words  ;  Jesus  of  Nazareth,  a  man 
approved  of  God  among  you,  by  miracles,  and 
wonders,  and  signs,  which  God  did  by  him 
in  the  midst  of  you,  as  ye  yourselves  also 
|:now  ;  Him^   being  delivered  by  the  deter- 
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miimte  counsel   and   foreknowledge  of  God^ 
ye  have  taken  and  widi  wicked  hands  have 
crucified  and  slain,   whom  God  hath  raised 
up.      Acts  ii.  22.— 'therefore  being   by   the 
right  hand  of  God  exalted,  &c. — therefore  let 
all   the  house   of  Israel  know  assuredly  that 
God  hath  made  that  same  Jesus  whom  ye  have 
crucified  both  Lord  and  Christ. — The  God 
of  Abraham,-  of  Isaac,  and  of  Jacob,  the  God 
of  our  fathers  hath  glorified  his  son  Jesus. 
Acts  iii.  13. — Lord,  thou  art  God,  who  hast 
made  heaven  and  earth,   and  the  sea  and   all 
that  in  them  is— of  a  truth  against  th?/  holn 
child  Jesus,  whom  thou  hast  anointed^   both 
Herod  and  Pontius  Pilate  were  gathered  to- 
o-i^ther,  &c.-    Acts  iv.  24.~Thereis  but  one 
God  and  one  mediator  between  God  and  man, 
the  man  Christ  Jesus.  I.  Tim.  ii.  5.— -For  since 
by  man  came  death,  by  man  came  also  the  re- 
surrection of  the  dead.-— Then  cometh  the  end 
when  he  shall  have  delivered  up  the  kingdom 
to  God  even  the  Father.     For  he  hath  put  all 
things  under  his  feet.     But  when  he  saith  he 
hath  put  all  things  under  him,    it  is  manifest 
that  be  is  excepted^who  put  all  things  under 
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him.  And  when  all  things  shall  be  subdued 
unto  hi  in,  then  shall  the  Son  also  himself  be 
subject  to  him,  who  did  put  all  things  under 
him,  that  God  may  be  all  in  all."  Cor.  xv. 
21,  &c. 

Now  by  what  is  all  this  plain  language  to 
be  set  aside,  and  the  doctrine,  considered  by 
Mr.  E.  idolatrous,  substituted  in  its  place  ? 
I  will  not  say  as  I  think,  bi/  nothing,  absolute.' 
ly  nothing  ;  because  it  is  an  essential  part  of 
the  creed  of  so  large  a  body  of  Christians,  and 
so  many  works  have  been  written  in  its  de- 
fence, and  it  has  been  fortified  by  so  many 
establishments,  institutions,  and  formularies  ; 
that  it  should  seem  at  least  that  some  plausi- 
ble thinecs  could  be  advanced  in  its  favour. 
But  it  may  be  said  with  truth,  that  this  sen- 
timent, for  which  so  manv  texts  have  been 
collected,  is  utterly  ii  reconcileable  upon  any 
rational  principles,  with  the  above  most  ex- 
plicit declarations  of  Christ  and  his  apostles  ; 
and  when  its  intelligent  advocates  are  com- 
pelled, on  that  account,  to  treat  it  as  an  inex- 
plicable mystery,  it  is  time  to  consider  wheth- 
er  so  obscure  a  doctrine  does  in  fact  rest  upon 
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the  New  Testament ;  whether  since  it  is  ad- 
mitted to  be  taught  indirectly  and  by  infer- 
ence rather  than  by  positive  assertion,  there 
is  not  some  very  serious  misunderstanding  of 
the  passages   from  which  the  inference  is  de- 
rived ;  whether  a  different  construction  of  the 
passages  will  not  perfectly  reconcile  them  with 
what  w^e  all  admit   to  be  fundamental  princi- 
ples of  religion ;  and  whether  the  construction j 
which  produces  this  harmony,  is  not  the  real 
meaning  of  the   sacred   WTiters.     It   is  not 
necessary  to  go  into  the  Trinitarian  contro- 
versy, because  the  principal  points  of  it  are 
now  very  well  understood.    It  is  only  neces- 
sary to  say  in  answer  to  Mr.  E.  that  most  of 
the  men  of  real  learning  among  us,  the  pro> 
found  and  judicious  critics,  are  satisfied,  from  a 
very  thorough  investigation  of  the  scriptures, 
that   divine  honours  are  not  there  directed  to 
be  paid  to  Jesus  of  Nazareth,  or  to  any  other 
being  than  the  God  and  Father  of  Jesus  and 
of  all  mankind  ;    that  what  he  states  to  be  a 
doctrine   of  Christianity  is  an  error,  which 
must  be  abandoned  to  its  fate.     Now  if  the 
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sentiment  has  no  foundation  in  scripture,  the 
objection  is  extinguished.* 

The  other  objection  is,  that  Jesus  taught 
doctrines  contrary  to  the  law  of  Moses. f  But 
the  truth  is,  the  Mosaic  ritual  was  never  in- 
tended in  all  its  parts  to  be  perpetual,  nor  from 
the  nature  of  the  thing  could  it  have  been  so. 
Not  to  insist  upon  the  express  declaration  of 
Jeremiah, J  on  which  Paul  foui^jds  an  argument 
in  the  epistle  to  the  Hebrews — *'  behold  the 
days  come  saith  the  Lord  when  I  will  make  a 
new  covenant  with  the  house  of  Israel  and  the 
house  of  Juduh,  not  according  to  the  covenant 

*  I  cannot  avoid  expressing  my  rftgret,  that  in  the 
sermons  and  other  tracts,  which  are  frequently  pub- 
lished in  defence  of  the  Trinity,  the  writers  should 
persevere  in  quoting  texts  of  scripture  precisely  as 
tliey  stand  in  the  common  version,  nuilhout  hinting  at 
the  doubts  nvhich  have  been  entertained  of  their  accu- 
racyt  or  of  their  apfilicability  to  the  doctrine  itself 
Certainly  they  must  know  that  this  is  not  only  doubt- 
ed, but  peremptorily  denied  by  Christian  divines  of 
unquestionable  ability  and  integrity,  and  that  if  what 
Ihese  divines  say  is  true,  it  is  fatal  to  their  cause* 
Why  do  they  shrink  from  these  criticisms  ? 

t  See  Chapter  xi»  |  Ch.  xxxi.  31^ 
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tliat  I  made  with  their  fathers  in  the  day  when 
I  took  them  by  the  hand  to  lead  them  out  of 
the  land  of  Egypt,"  nor  upon  other  passages, 
to  the  same  effect,   there  is  this  plain  reason  = 
why  the  peculiar  rites  of  their  law  were  de-. 
signed  at  some  future  period  to  be  done  away.. 
Thvir  great  object  was  to  keep  the  people 
completely  distinct  and  separate  from  the  su°- 
perstitious  nations  who  surrounded  them,  andi 
to  counteract  their  strong  propensities  to  idol- . 
atry.     For  this  purpose  a  variety  of  ceremo- 
nies were  instituted,  which  in  themselves  had 
no  particular  value,;  but  were  useful  as  they, 
served  to  occupy  their  minds,  and  to  form, 
habits  of  obedience  to  the.  Supreme  Being., 
While,  therefore,   this  inclination  to  idolatry 
continued,  and  w^hile  they  remained  in  a  state- 
of  separation  from  all  the  rest  of  mankind,  the 
prescriptions  of  the  ritual  were  in  force  as  it- 
respects  them,  and  were  intended  to  be  strict- 
Iv  observed.     But  that  a  time  would  come, 
when  they  should  neither  be  idolaters,  nor  be 
the  sole  church  and  people  of  the  Supreme 
Being,  is  the  incessant  theme   of  all  their 
prophets.    They  taught  that  all  the  nations  of 
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thie  earth  would,  at  some  fivture  perio3,  be 
blessed  in  the  seed  of  Abraham  ;  that  the 
name  of  Jehovah  would  be  great  among  the 
Gentiles  from  the  rising  of  the  sun  to  the  go- 
ing down  of  the  same  ;  that  in  every  place 
under  heaven  incense  should  be  offered  to  his 
name  and  a  pure  offering  ;  that  this  messen- 
ger of  the  new  covenant,  this  promised  MeS' 
siah,  instead  of  being  a  mere  king  of  the  Jews 
a  restorer  of  the  tribes  of  Jacob,*  was  to  sus- 
tain the  more  glorious  character  of  the  king, 
the  light,  the  joy,  thesalvation,  of  all  the  ends 
of  the  earth.  The  moment  this  new  covenant 
was  promulgated,  and  the  wall  of  partition,  as 
St.  Paul  terms  it,  was  broken  down  between 
the  Jews  and  the  Gentiles,  the  great  object 
for  which  the  ritual  was  established^  and  con- 
sequently  the  ritual  itself  was  at  an  end.'  A 
partial  and  exclusive  scheme  was  manifestly 
unfit  for  this  new  state  of  things  ;  it  was  im- 

*  Isaiah  xlix.  6.  "  It  is  a  light  thing  that  thou 
shouldest  be  my  servant,  to  raise  up  the  tribes  of  Jacob 
and  to  restore  the  preserved  of  Israel.  I  will,  also, 
give  thee  for  a  light  to  the  Gentiles  that  thou  may^st 
br  my  salvation  unto  the  «nds  of  the  earth^^'^ 
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practicable,  it  was  useless.     If  therefore  (Sod 
did  intend  that  all  mankind  should  form  one 
great  family  of  true  worshippers,  bound  to--, 
gether  by  common  ties  and  animated  by  one 
hope  ;   it  is  clear  that  he  must  have  intended 
that  all  those  usages,  those  mere  positive  in-, 
stitutions,    those  distinctions  for  instance  of 
meats,  times,  places,  forms,  which  served  on- 
ly to  confine  this  great  prii-ilege  to  one  nation,.^ 
should  eventually  be  abolished. 

All  the  great  principles  of  the  Mosaic  law, 
those-  which  were   intrinsically   good,   those 
which  were  essential  to  human  improvement 
and  happiness,  were  taught  far  more  distinctly 
by  Jesus  than  by  the  Jewish  doctors.       All 
those  parts  of  the  law  and  the  writings  of  the 
prophets  which  had   any  relation  to  himself^ 
were  fulfilled  by  him.  But  he  certainly  press- 
ed these  great  m.oral  principles  upon  his  fol- 
lowers with  peculiar   earnestness.     He   said; 
very  little  about  the  mere  ceremonial  observ-,_ 
ances  of  the  ritual..    He  uttered  the  most  se- 
vere censures  respecting  those  people,  who, 
ascribed  great  importance  to  inferior  and  in» 
different  forms,  and  none  at  all  to  the  precept%. 
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which  tended  to  promote  internal  purit}?. 
Some  of  these  things  which  were  deemed  by 
the  Jews  indispensable,  as  for  instance  strict 
abstinence  from  all  employment  on  the  Sab- 
bath day,  he  openly  neglected  ;  and  if  he  did 
not  declare  as  plainly  as  it  was  afterward  done 
by  the  apostles,  that  the  old  dispensation  was 
superceded  by  one  that  was  more  perfect,  we 
must  remember  that  the  principal  design  of 
his  discourses  was  to  establish  his  authority 
with  his  countrymen  as  a  divine  teacher ;  the- 
entire  object  of  his  mission  was  not  understood 
till  he  had  risen  from  the  dead  ;  then  the  dis- 
ciples were  directed  and  qualified  to  explain  it 
both  to  Jews  and  Gentiles,  Mr.  E.  is  there- 
fore mistaken  in  asserting  that  the  perpetuity 
of  the  Jewish  ritual  in  all  its  parts  was  expli- 
citly taught  by  Jesus  Christ,  and  that  on  this 
point  St.  Paul  and  his  Master  were  at  variance. 
If  further  evidence  is  wanted  of  the  fulfil- 
rnent  of  this  prophecy  of  Moses  in  Jesus  of 
Nazareth,  read  the  solemn  denunciation  with 
which  it  is  accompanied  ; — "  and  it  shall  come 
to  pass  that  whoever  will  not  hearken  to  my 
words,  which  he  shall  speak  in  my  nam^e, 
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7  will  require  it  of  him.'^^  Or,  as  it  stands  hi 
Acts — ''  and  it  shall  come  to  pass  that  every 
soul  which  will  not  hear  that  prophet  shall  be 
destroyed  from  among  the  people."  Jesus 
came  to  his  own,  and  his  own  received  him 
not.  They  resisted  the  most  complete  and 
convincing  evidence  that  ever  w^as  offered  to 
man  ;  they  dishonoured  the  prophet  and  the 
great  God  who  sent  him ;  they  refused  td 
hear  his  words  ;  they  w^ere  filled  with  ragd  at 
his  very  innocence  ;  they  pursued  him  with 
frantic  barbarity  to  the  grave.  '^  His  blood," 
said  thcv,  *'  be  on  us  and  on  our  children." 
And  the  vengeance  of  heaven  has  fallen  upon 
that  wretched  people.  It  is  impossible  to  de- 
scribe or  conceive  what  they  have  suffered. 
What  are  they  among  mankind  ?  They  are, 
as  Moses  foretold  thev  would  be  *  "  an  aston» 
ishment,  a  proverb  and  a  bye  word  among  all 
the  nations  whither  the  Lord  has  led  them. 
They  are  scattered  among  all  people  from  the 
one  end  of  the  earth  even  to  the  other,  and 
among  these  nations  they  have  found  no  ease^ 
neither  has  the  sole  of  their  foot  had  rest,  b^ 
*  See  the  28th  chapter  of  Deuteronomy* 
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the  Lord  has  given  them  there  a  trembHng 
heart,  and  sorrow  of  mind.  The  Lord  has 
made  their  plagues  wonderful,  the  Lord  has 
caused  them  to  be  smitten  before  their  ene- 
mies. And  it  has  come  to  pass  that  as  the 
Lord  rejoiced  over  them  to  do  them  good  and 
to  multiply  them,  so  he  has  rejoiced  over 
them  to  destroy  them  and  bring  them  to 
nought,  and  to  pluck  them  from  off  their 
land."  What  has  become  of  the  proud  city 
Jerusalem  and  of  its  aticient  splendor  ?  Fall- 
en, as  Jesus  predicted  ;  trodden  under  foot  by 
'Gentiles-^the  seat  of  mourning  and  desolation 
and  misery.^"  *'  What  have  ye  done,  ungrate- 
ful men,"  says  Bossuet,  "  slaves  in  every 
country  and  under  every  prince  ?  Still  ye 
serve  not  other  gods,  why  then  has  your  God 
forgotten  you  ?  What  crime,  what  atrocity 
more  heinous  than  idolatry  has  brought  upon 
you  a  punishment  which  even  your  idolatries 
did  not  bring  upon  }  ou  ?  Ye  are  silent.  Ye 
see  not  what  makes  your  God  inexorable. 

*  Peiiit  infelix  urbs  cum  sua  gente  ;  et  eiiamnum 
nfyanet  utviusquc  dcsolatio,  veracis  Prcphcise  in&tt 
nionumentum.  '  Bvrtut  dtjide  ^  oj^ 
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Then  recollect  the  words  of  your  fathers,  "  we 
will  have  no  khig  but  Csesar."  Be  it  so.  The 
Messiah  shall  not  be  your  king.  Continue 
slaves  to  Csesar,  slaves  to  tlie  sovereigns  of 
{he  earth,  till  the  church  shall  be  filled  with 
Gentiles  ;  then  only  shall  Israel  be  saved." — - 
Are  we  now  to  ask  whether  Moses  and  Jesus 
Christ  were  prophets  ? 

In  the  52d  and  53d  chapters  of  Isaiah  the 
character  and  sufterings  of  the  Messiah  are 
described  with  a  degree  of  minuteness  which 
is  astonishing.  Mr.  E.  it  seems  knew  that 
Paley  had  put  the  argument  upon  this  single 
prophecy,  and  it  was  a  hardy  undertaking  to 
endeavour  to  set  aside  what  that  illustrious 
writer  had  considered  as  so  perfectly  unan- 
swerable. The  whole  question  relating  to  the 
Messiahship  of  Jesus  may  very  safely  be  rest- 
ed upon  these  two  chapters ;  and  if  any  per- 
son, whose  mind  is  not  strangely  distorted  by 
prejudices,  will  barely  give  himself  the  trouble 
to  read  thtva^-no  labour  is  necessary,  no  crit- 
ical attention,  no  research  ;  because  there  are 
no  difficulties  in  the  case,  and  the  language  is 
intelligible — if  he  will  barely  read  them,  so 


many  circumstances  in  the  life  of  Jesus  will 
immediately  present  themselves  to  his  recol- 
lection, so  many  minute  circumstances,  so 
many  things  peculiar  to  him  and  to  no  other 
person  that  has  ever  existed,  that  he  will  have 
no  doubt  of  either  of  these  three  points — that 
the  writing  itself  is  a  real  prophecy,  that  it  is 
a  prophecy  of  the  Messiah,  that  it  was  fulfilled 
by  Jesus  of  Nazareth. 

The  ancient  Jew^ish  doctors,  as  it  appears 
from  Chandler,  who  examined  this  matter 
thoroughly,  expounded  these  chapters  of  the 
Messiah.  But  the  modern  Jews,  who  since 
their  dispersion  seem  to  have  become  more 
firm  in  their  errors,  and  whose  hatred  of 
Christianitv  has  been  inflamed  and  rendered 
invincible  by  their  suiFerings,  have  employed 
their  whole  ingenuity  to  give  the  prophecy  a 
different  meaning.  They  have  explained  it  as 
referring  to  the  Jewish  nation,  to  Josiah,  to 
Jeremiah,  to  Rabbi  Juda,  to  Rabbi  Simeon  ; — 
but  all  to  no  purpose.  It  is  a  difficulty  out  of 
which  all  their  sturdiest  efforts,  and  all  their 
ten  traditional  rules  of  interpretation  as  de- 
tected by  Surenhusius,  and  all  their  glosses 
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and  paraphrases  cannot  extricate  them.  The 
passage  has  descended  to  us  free  from  any  es- 
sential corruption,  free  from  allegorical  phra- 
seology or  obscure  allusion,  and  its  authority 
is  admitted  by  friends  and  enemies.  It  is  in- 
deed a  carnijicina  Rabbinorum^  and  it  would 
be  honourable  to  the  Jews  if  more  of  them, 
would  candidly  acknowledge  Esaias  tacuis-^ 
set.^  Of  the  real  meaning  of  the  passage  we 
are  as  well  qualified  to  judge  as  our  adversa- 
ries, and  even  if  it  were  less  intelligible  than 
it  is,  we  know  that  it  was  applied  as  a  prophe- 
cy of  the  Messiah  to  Jesus,  both  by  himself 
and  by  the  apostle  Philip  ;  and  are  the  suspi- 
cious interpretations  of  the  professed  enemies 
sf  our  religion  to  be  opposed  to  that  of  two 
persons  v/ho  could  demonstrate  their  divine 
authority  by  miracles  ? 

In  Mr.  English's  judgement  this  prophecy 
refers  to  the  Jewish  nation  in  their  suffering 
and  persecuted  state,  and  in  their  uhimate 
emancipation  and  happiness.  And  there  can 
be  no  stronger  proof  of  the  distress  to  which 
the  Jewish  commentators  are  reduced,  than  in 
*  See  Palev. 
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their  paraphrase  of  these  chapters  which  he 
has  copied  from  Vitrhiga,  and  which  that  cnu 
ic  very  cautiously  observes  '*  is  not  to  be  de- 
spised,^^  The  leading  ideas  in  the  prophecy 
are,  that  the  person  who  is  to  suffer  is  inno- 
cent ;  that  he  is  afflicted  not  on  his  own  ac- 
count but  that  of  others ;  that  he  is  to  be 
exalted  and  rewarded  in  consequence  of  his 
undeserved  sufferings.    Now  how  can  all  this 

be  applied  with  any  justice  to  the  Jews  ? 

That  people  whose  monstrous  depravity  is  dis- 
played in  such  vivid  colours  by  the  prophets 
and  by  their  own  historian  Josephus?  A  peo* 
pie  favoured  by  God  above  all  nations,  blessed 
with  the  most  enviable  privileges  and  the  most 
aiTipIe  means  of  felicity  ;  and  guilty  in  pro-,, 
portion  to  their  advantages  ?  For  whose  trans- 
gressions were  they  wounded?  Whose  sins  did 
they  bear  ?  Who  are  to  be  healed  by  their 
stripes  ?  They  were  afflicted  for  their  own 
sins,  and  their  punishment  was  as  dreadful  as 
their  prosperity  had  been  glorious.  Are  the 
Gentiles  to  be  healed  by  their  stripes  ? — -The 
people  by  whom  they  have  been  trodden  un- 
der foot,  the  instruments  of  their  miserv,  on 


105 

whom  it  is  their  earnest  prayer  that  the  Al- 
mighty would  recompense  their  sufferings, 
and  whom  they  hope  at  some  future  period  to 
see  in  their  chains  ?  Has  the  Jewish  nation 
been  exalted,  or  is  it  to  be  exalted  in  conse- 
quence of  its  unmerited  sufferings  ?  If  these 
people  are  ever  restored  to  their  former  pros- 
perity, it  will  be  in  consequence  of  a  thorough 
reformation  in  opinions  and  morals  ;  in  con- 
sequence of  having  their  pollutions  washed 
away  by  severe  discipline  and  repentance  ;  in 
consequence  of  the  promise  of  God  to  their 
ancestors  and  of  his  infinite  mercv.. 

But  Mr. -English  presents  us  with  an  inge- 
nious method  of  getting  over  these  difficulties. 
The  Jews,  as  he  tells  us,  insist  that  the 
prophet  here  uses  the  language  of  the  Gentiles, 
thatJie  means  to.  represent  them  as  saying  to 
one  another,  Who  hath  believed  our  report, 
&c. — we  (the  Gentiles)  hid  as  it  were  our 
faces  from  him  (the  Jews)  &c.  And  to  ex- 
plain such  passages  as  "he  ¥/as  v/oundcd  for 
oz/r transgressions, "the  preposition  by  wvasi  be 
substituted  instead  oi  Jbr—\\Q  was  wounded 
by  our  transgressions.     As  ail  this  is  entirely 

K.2 
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fanciful,  as  it  does  not  appear  to  be  counte- 
nanced even  by  the  shadow  of  an  argument ; 
as  Isaiah  is  addressing  a  prophecy  to  his 
countrymen,  and  gives  no  hint  of  putting 
words  into  the  mouth  of  Gentiles,  and  as  the 
liberties  here  taken  with  the  words  of  the  pro- 
phecy are  wholly  unjustifiable  ;  it  is  difficult 
to  say  what  could  have  induced  this  writer  to 
admit  such  an  interpretation.  Even  the  Rab- 
binical rules,  with  which  he  makes  himself 
so  merry  at  page  29,  can  hardly  justify  it.  If 
he  were  to  add  to  them  these  two  valuable 
canons,  first,  take  care  to  have  recourse  to 
convenient  personifications  and  other  figures  of 
speech  xuhen  your  purpose  requires  it ;  second- 
ly, if  an  unmanageable  preposition  come  sin  your 
way,  be  sure  to  put  another  in  its  place,  then 
indeed  the  prophecies  or  any  other  writings 
may  be  made  to  signify  any  thing.  The 
reader  would  have  hardly  suspected,  that  a 
person  who  so  pointedly  condemns  this  dis- 
honest mode  of  interpreting  scripture  when 
he  believes  the  apostles  concerned  in  it,  should 
condescend  to  employ  it  for  his  own  purposes. 
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But  why  cannot  this  be  a  prophecy  of  the 
Messiah?  "Because  the  Messiah  of  the  Olci 
Testament  was  not  to  suffer  but  to  live  and 
reign. "^     Now  this  is  the  very  point  in  dis= 
pute,  a  point  which  is  placed  beyond  all  ques= 
tion  by  this  very  prophecy.      We  have  al- 
ready seen  that  from  the  nature  of  the  M^ork 
to  be  executed  by  the  Messiah,  the  Jews  could 
not  be  right  in  their  expectation  of  a  mere 
temporal  prince  ;  that  if  the  world  was  to  be 
delivered  from  a  state  of  sin  and  misery,  it 
must  be  done  by  means  adapted  to  remove 
the  moral  causes  of  that  state;    that  conse- 
quently the  deliverer  himself  could  not  be  a 
mere  conqueror,  who  should  exalt  the  Jewish 
nation  by  giving  them  victory  over  their  tem- 
poral enemies  ;  but  a  prophet  who  should  pu- 
rify the  hearts  of  all  mankind  by  his  precepts 
and  his  spiritual  influence.     This  being  true 
therefore,  the  sufferings  of  the  deliverer  at  his 
first  appearance  could  not  have  been  avoided. 
He  must  have  set  himself  against  practices 
and  principles  which  were  cherished  with  su- 
preme affection  by  the  greater  part  of  mankind. 
*  Page  44. 
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His  rnstructions  would  have  filled  the  proud, 
the  powerful,  the  worldly-minded,  the  vicious 
with  the  most  violent  indignation.  They 
would  have  opposed  him  with  their  whole 
strength.  He  would  have  been  despised  and 
rejected  by  \htm^  a  man  of  sorrows  and  ac- 
quainted with  grief.  He  would  have  been  led 
as  a  lamb  to  the  slaughter  and  would  have 
poured  out  his  soul  unto  death.  All  this  we 
know  to  have  been  true  of  Jesus  of  Nazareth ;. 
and  there  is  another  part  ot  the  prophecy 
which  could  have  been  fulfilled  only  by  him, 
and  which  during  his  life  was  unintelligible 
even  by  his  own  disciples.. 

It  is  expressly  stated  that  this  righteous 
suflferer  after  the  days  of  his  trial  were  ended 
by  his  deathy  should  see  his  seed,  should  pro- 
long his  days,  and  the  pleasure  of  the  Lord 
should  prosper  in  his  hands.  Now  nothing 
could  explain  this  but  the  fact  of  the  resur- 
rection. Jesus  accordingly  taught  his  follow- 
ers that  this  was  the  meaning  of  the  prophecy,; 
but  their  minds  were  too  feeble,  or  too  much 
affected  by  prejudices  of  a  different  kind  to 
comprehend  him.    He  rose  from  the  grave  ^ 
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and  ascended  into  heaven.      In  this  mannei^^ 
*'  God  hath  highly  exalted  him  and  given  him  ^ 
a  name  that  is  above  every  name,  that  at  the 
name  of  Jesus  every  knee  should  bow  and 
every  tongue  confess  him  Lord  to  the  glory 
of  God  the  Father.'^     Has  he  not  seen  his- 
seed^ — the  multitude  of  sincere  disciples  who 
obey  his  precepts  and  worship  God  in  his 
name?     Have  wot  his  days  been  prolonged? 
He  is  now  the  living  head  and  guardian  of  his 
church,  and  his  existence  will  have  no  end. 
Hath  not  the  pleasure  of  the  Lord  prospered 
in  his  hand?     Let  any  person  consider  the 
|>rogress  and  beneficial  effects  of  Christianity, 
the  nations  which  it  has  converted  from  idol- 

*-<«  We  vvili  not  permit,  the  word  &Tra.  lobe  spiriu^ 
ualized  on  this  occasion,  for  the  word  seed  in  the  Old 
Testament  means  nothiiig  else  than  literally  children^ 
P.  49.  I -know  not  whether  it  i^  Mr.  E.  himself  cr  the 
Jews,  who  will  not. permit  the  great  body  of  our  crit- 
ics to  be  heard  on  this  subject.  Perhaps  a  Rabbinical 
authority  may  have  some  weii^ht.  "  Rabbi  Alshek," 
says  Chandler,  « interprets  seed  here  hy discipdes^^xxzh. 
as  addict  themselves  to  his  religion  who  converted 
them  ;  and  so  it  is  used  in  the  Jewish  writings  fox- : 
those  who  imitate  the  manners  of  their  teacher/' 
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atry  to  the  worship  of  Jehovah,  the  barbarism 
which  it  has  subdued,  the  kind  affections 
which  it  has  inspired  and  cherished ;  let  him 
consider  not  merely  its  effects  upon  prevailing 
manners  and  practices,  but  the  light  it  has 
thrown  upon  moral  principles  and  systems; 
the  noble  views  it  has  given  of  the  Supreme 
Being,  and  the  nature  of  virtue,  and  our  oblir 
gations  and  our  duty  ;  the  value  it  has  given 
to  life,  and  to  human  efforts,  and  human  im- 
provement; the  innumerable  multitudes  of 
human  beings,  whom  it  has  raised  from  de- 
spair and  encouraged  to  be  useful  ; — let  him 
consider  this,  and  he  will  be  satisfied  that  the 
prediction  is  accomplished  ;  and  he  will  blush 
for  a  writer  who  is  capable  of  asserting,  that 
Christianity  is  unworthy  of  God,  and  that  its 
author  did  not  aim  to  promote  peace  and  good 
will  among  men. 

There  is  only  one  other  prophecy,  of  which 
it  is  necessary  to  take  notice,  and  which  Mr, 
E.  has  made  some  feeble  efforts  to  set  aside 
as  of  no  value  in  this  controversy.  It  is  the 
celebrated  prophecy  of  the  seventy  xveeks,  be- 
ginning at  Daniel  ix,  24,  to  the  end  of  th^ 
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chapter,  and  the  principal  ideas  in  it  are  these. 
The  prophet  is  informed  from  God,  of  the 
time,  when  the  promised  Messiah  should  ap=. 
pear  and  the  Jewish  dispensation  should  be 
completed.  He  is  told  that  seventy  weeks  are 
determined  upon  the  Jews  and  their  city  to 
finish  the  transgression,  and  to  make  an  end 
of  sins,  and  to  make  reconciliation  for  iniqui- 
ty, and  to  bring  in  everlasting  righteousness, 
and  to  anoint  the  most  holy  ; — that  from  the 
going  forth  of  the  commandment  to  restore 
and  to  buiid  Jerusalem  unto  the  Messiah  the 
prince,  should  be  seven  weeks  and  threescore 
and  two  weeks  (69  weeks)-- -that  after  the  62 
weeks  succeeding  the  seven,  the  Messiah 
should  be  cut  off,  and  the  city  and  sanctuary 
should  be  destroyed  with  a  terrible  destruc- 
tion— ^that  the  Messiah  should  confirm  the 
covenant  with  many  for  one  week  and  in  the 
midst  of  the  week  should  cause  the  sacrifice 
and  oblation  to  cease. 

It  is  agreed  on  all  sides  that  the  weeks  here 
spoken  of  are  weeks  of  years  and  not  of  days  ; 
because  the  latter  supposition  would  obvious*^ 
ly  leave  too  short  a  time  to  accomplish  a  work 
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of  such  magnitude  ;  and  because  the  fonner 
is  a  mode  of  reckoning  not  unusual  in  the 
scriptures ; — as  for  instance  Levit.  xxv.  8. 
"  Thou  shait  number  seven  sabbaths  or  weeks 
of  years,  and  the  space  of  the  seven  sabbaths 
of  years  shall  be  unto  thee  forty  and  nine 
years."  It  is  agreed,  therefore,  that  the  seven- 
ty weeks  are  490  years  to  be  reckoned  from 
the  going  forth  of  the  commandment  to  re- 
store and  build  Jerusalem.  Now  the  principal 
difficulty,  which  seems  to  me  to  exist  in  the 
case,  is  to  ascertain  at  what  precise  time  this 
decree  was  issued. 

There  was  a  decree  made  in  favour  of  the 
Jews  two  years  after  this  prophecy  was  utter- 
ed, by  Cyrus  king  of  Persia,  of  which  we 
have  an  account  at  the  beginning  of  the  book 
of  Ezra.  In  consequence  of  this  decree  many 
of  the  people  at  that  time  in  captivity  were 
permitted  to  return  to  Jerusalem  ;  ivhere  they 
erected  an  altar  and  laid  the  foundation  of  the 
temple.  This  decree  v/as  made  538  years  be- 
fore  the  Christian  sera.  The  work  of  rebuild- 
ing the  city  advanced  however  slowly  till  the 
■■7th  year  of  Artaxerxes  when  accok^ding  to 
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'Ezra,  Ch.  vii.  11,  another  decree  was  issueci 
releasing  the  whole  people  from  captivity  and 
permitting  them  to  establish  then\selves  under 
%n  independent  government.  This  was  made 
457  years  before  Christ.  There  was  a  third 
decree  of  the  20th  year  of  Artaxerxes,  445 
years  before  Christ,  mentioned  by  Nehemiah, 
Ch.  ii.  1,  empowering  him  to  rebuild  the  walls 
of  Jerusalem.  We  have  here  three  command- 
ments to  restore  and  build  Jerusalem;  and  if 
we  compute  the  490  years  from  the  first  de- 
cree of  Cyrus  we  find  they  terminate  in  the 
48th  year  before  the  birth  of  our  Saviour  ;  if 
we  compute  them  from  the  seventh  year  of 
Artaxerxes,  they  end  in  the  33d  year  after  the 
birth  of  Christ,  the  very  year  in  which  he  was 
crucified;  if  we  reckon  them  from  the  20th 
of  Artaxerxes,  they  end  in  the  45th  year  after 
Christ.  At  any  rate  we  have  a  period  of  93 
years,  the  space  between  the  first  and  the  last 
of  these  terminations  of  the  seventy  weeks,  in 
which  period  the  great  works  mentioned  in 
the  prophecy  are  to  be  accomplished. 

If  at  any  time  within  this  period  events  cor- 
-responding  to  this  prophecy  did  take  place ; 
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if  the  Messiah  did  appear  and  confirm  his  cov* 
enant  with  the  people,  and  was  cut  off,  not  for 
himself  or  on  account  of  his  own  guilt,  and 
did  cause  the  sacrifice  and  oblation,  or  thaJ^ 
Jewish  ritual  to  cease  ;  and  if  after  his  death, 
the  city  and  the  sanctuary  were  destroyed  un- 
der peculiar  circumstances  of  horror; — the 
prophecy  may  fairly  be  considered  as  fulfilled, 
even  though  in  consequence  of  the  obscurities 
attending  ancient  chronology  w^e  could  not  fix 
the  exact  years  in  which  they  severally  hap- 
pened. Now  in  this  time  Jesus  of  Nazareth 
appeared  openly  in  Judea,  claiming  to  be  con- 
sidered as  the  Deliverer  foretold  by  the 
prophets  ;  lie  came  to  make  reconciliation  for 
iniquity  and  to  bring  in  an  everlasting  right- 
eousness. The  facts  relating  to  his  life  and 
character  were  most  wonderful ;  he  defended 
his  claims  by  proofs  that  were  irresistible ;  he 
was  innocent  by  the  confession  of  his  ene- 
mies ;  he  was  prematurely  cut  off  by  his  own 
countrymen  ;  and  within  a  few  years  after  his 
death  Jerusalem  and  its  inhabitants  were  no 
more.  Can  any  thing  be  plainer  than  all  this  ? 
Can  any  thing  more  be  ncces>sary  to  establish. 
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the  prophecy  and  its  application  ?     But  wq 
can  make  the  thing  still  plainer. 

Let  us  assume  the  decree  of  the  seventh 
year  of  Artaxerxes,  B.  C.  457,  when  the 
whole  Jewish  nation  returned  from  captivity 
and  reestablished  the  government  and  law  at 
Jerusalem — as  the  point  from  which  tiiesc 
seventy  weeks  are  to  be  reckoned.  V/e  are 
now  according  to  the  dkection  of  the  prophe- 
cy to  compute  seven  weeks  and  threeseuiG 
and  two  weeks,  or  483  years,  to  the  coming; 
of  the  Messiah ;  during  v/hich  time  the  city  is 
to  be  completely  rebuilt.  This  brings  us  to 
the  26th  year  after  the  birth  of  Jesus  ;  before 
he  began  to  reveal  himself  openl}^  but  the 
very  year  in  which  his  forerunner,  John  the 
Baptist,  announced  his  speedy  approach  to  the 
Jew  s.  After  this  period  the  Messiah  was  to 
be  cut  off  I  but  before  his  death,  he  was  to  con- 
firm  the  covenant  with  many  for  one  week  and 
to  be  cut  off  in  the  midst  of  that  week.  The 
obvious  meaning  is,  that  during  the  space  of 
one  prophetical  week  he  should  disclose  his 
message  to  mankind,. confirm  it  to  the  convic^ 
tioa  of  many  peoplcj  and  be  put  to  death.    If 
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therefore  we  compute  this  week  of  seven  years 
from  the  26th  year  of  Christ,  we  find  they 
terminate  in  his  33d  year,  the  date  of  his  cru- 
cifixion. During  this  period  all  these  things, 
were  literally  accomplished ;  and  soon  after- 
wards, or  after  the  expiration  of  the  whole 
seventy  weeks  the  Jewish  nation,  with  its  wor- 
ship and  ritual  and  exclusive  privileges,  was> 
swept  away. 

It  is  wonderful !  And  now  is  this  great 
prophecy  thus  exactly  fulfilled  by  our  Saviour,, 
to  be  overturned  by  the  despicable  carpings, 
and  possible  meanings,  and  false  qpticisms  oF 
Jewish  Rabbins  who  are  struggling  and  writh- 
ing under  its  weight  ?  The  fact  is  incontesti-. 
ble,  that  at  this  specific  period  pointed  out  by 
Daniel  and  admitted  by  all  the  ancient  Jews 
to  be  the  time  in  which  the  Messiah  was  to 
appear,  the  Christian  religion,  that  most  dis- 
tinguished, greatest,  best  gift  of  God  to  man,, 
—that  gift  worthy  of  so  many  predictions,  and 
which  so  completely  satisfied  the  most  ardent 
hopes  and  expectations  of  an  oppressed  world, 
---was  revealed  in  Judea  by  Jesus  of  Nazareth, 
a  inan  approved  of  God  by  miracles.     Did  ^ 
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any  other  event  of  equal  magnitude,  followed 
by  consequences  of  equal  magnitude,  take 
place  within  or  near  that  period  in  any  other 
part  of  the  world  ?  It  is  not  pretended.  Could 
any  crime  so  justly  bring  upon  the  Jews  that 
horrible  desolation  which  it  is  agreed  they  did 
suiter,  as  the  rejection  and  murder  of  their 
promised  deliverer,  the  messenger  of  God, 
the  Prince  of  Peace  ?  It  cannot  be  pretended. 
But  because  Mr.  David  Levi,  and  Mr.  Wag- 
enseil,  and  other  keen-sighted  Rabbies  think 
they  can  explain  all  this  very  well  of  the  high 
priest,  or  else  of  the  Jewish  priesthood,  or  else 
of  Titus,  or  else  of  some  other  great  man — 
the  Christian  interpretation  of  the  prophecy  is 
to  be  discarded  as  untenable  ! 

I  should  think  it  unnecessary  to  say  one 
word  more  on  this  subject,  if  there  v/as  not  a 
remarkable  passage  at  page  57,  which  ought 
not  to  be  passed  by  in  silence.  The  writer 
denies  the  possibility  of  applying  this  predic- 
tion to  "  the  cutting  off"  of.  Jesus  ;  and  as- 
signs this  reason,  which  he  declares  with  some 
apparent  exultation  has  "  laid  flat  the  Chris- 
tian interpretation  at  one   stroke."      "  The 
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Messiah,"  says  he,  "  was  to  be  cut  oK  after 
the  threescore  and  two  weeks,  i.  e.  at  the  de- 
struction of  Jerusalem,  or  within  seven  years 
preceding  that  event.  Now  we  know  from 
the  evangeU^ts  and  from  profane  history,  that 
Jesus  was  crucified  more  tlian  forty  years  be- 
fore the  destruction  of  Jerusalem."  I  have 
frequently  had  occasion  to  remark  the  surpris- 
ing confidence  with  which  many  of  this  au- 
thor's round  assertions  are  delivered ;  but 
there  is  a  rashness  about  this  which  is  wholly, 
unpardonable.  If  it  were  true  that  the 
prophecy  seemed  to  require  the  death  of  the 
Messiah  to  take  place  at  or  within  seven 
vears  of  the  destruction  of  Jerusalem,  and  the 
historians  had  fixed  his  death  within  forty 
years  of  that  period  ;  it  would  be  absurd  to 
consider  this  mere  difference  of  time  as  affect*, 
ing  the  general  application  of  the  prophecy* 
If  the  great  facts  are  all  applicable,  the  precise 
date  can  be  of  no  importance.  The  truth 
however  is,  that  the  destruction  of  Jerusalem 
is  distinctly  foretold  to  happen  after  the  cut- 
ting off  of  the  Messiah  and  in  consequence  of 
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that  event.     The  words  are,  '*  and  after  threes 
score  and  two  weeks  the  Messiah  shall  be  cut- 
off, but  not  for  himself;  and  the  people  of  the 
prince  that  shall  come  shall  destroy  the  city." 
The  destruction  of  the  city  was  to  take  place 
after   the   expiration   of  the   whole    seventy 
weeks,    and  was  to  terminate  the  series  of 
events.      The  death  of  the  Messiah  was  to. 
take  place  within  that  period.     The  exulta^- 
tion  of  this  writer  appears  therefore  to  be  a? 
little  premature*. 

These  prophecies  are  adduced  to  establish-^^ 
the  great  truth  whicli  Jesus  inculcated  so  earn- 
estly upon  his  disciplesj  and  which  in  my  o-  - 
pinion  they  do  establish  indisputably,  that  the 
Messiah  of  the  old  testament  was  to  be  ^proph^^ 
€t  and  a  sufferer.     That  the  ancient,  as  well, 
as  the  modern,  Jews  thought  otherwise  is  very- 
true  'y  their  opinions,  however,  let  it  be  observ* 
ed,  were  founded  not  upon  the  scriptures  them=- 
selves,  but  upon  a  mass  of  traditional  expliea- 
tions  of  scripture,  accumulated  by  a  succes- 
sion of  theorists  in  different  ages,  and  regard- 
ed with  more  profound  reverence  than  the.. 


written  law.*  It  was  important  that  this 
groundless  error  should  be  removed  and 
the  predictions  necessary  to  remove  it  be 
particularly  brought  forward  and  pressed  up- 
on their  minds  ;  because  these  were  the 
only  predictions  which  could  have  been 
fulfilled  in  their  time,  and  in  which  they 
could  have  been  concerned.  They  lived  at: 
the  commencement  of  a  new  dispensation: 
which  was  to  continue  through  a  long  course 
of  ages ;  it  was  revealed  to  them  in  the  first 
place  as  the  peculiar  people  of  God ;  they 
were  to  be  the  first  sharers  of  its  privileges.. 
The  dispensation  was  not,  according  to  the 
prophets,  to  begin  with  the  triumph,  but  with 
the  humiliation  of  its  Author  ;  and  therefore 
the  predictions  relating  to  his  regal  splendour 
on  earth,  were  not  applicable  to  their  time, 
but  to  a  far  distant  gjeriod.     The  existing 

*  "  It  was  a  maxim  among  them,"  says  CoUyer, 
(Sac.  Interp.  vol.  2.  p.  22)  "  that  it  is  a  greater  sin  to 
act  in  contradiction  to  the  word  of  scribes,  than  of  the 
written  law,  and  that  the  former  ought  to  be  more  at- 
tended to  than  the  latter,  the  written  law  being  as  the 
bpdy  or  clothing  but  the  unwritten  as  the  soul.'* 
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generation  were  competent  judges  only  or; 
those  particular  prophecies  which  were  actually 
accomplished  within  their  own  observation. 

Now  let  us  carry  this  idea  along  down 
to  our  own  times,  and  we  shall  perceive  that 
though  we  live  in  an  advanced  period  of  this 
dispensation,  we  have  not  yet  reached  its  end ;- 
and  therefore  mast  be  imperfect  judges  of  the 
meaning  and  application  of  any  predictions 
that  are  to  be  accomplished  hereafter.  The 
only  thing  which  concerns  us,  is  to  know, 
whether  those  prophecies  relating  to  this  great 
dispensation,,  the  accomplishment  of  which, 
can  in  reasoube  expected  to  have  llUien  with- 
in the  last  two  thousand  years,  ha^e  actually 
been  verified.  Now  Vv/e  mav  in  reason  expect 
that  Jesus  of  Nazareth  should  be  a  sufferer ; 
that  his  sufferings  and  state  of  humiliatiou 
should  terminate  with  his  death  ;  that  afters 
that  event  he  should  in  some  way  or  other  be 
raised  by  God  to  a  state  of  glory  ;  that  under 
the  care  of  the  Supreme  Being  his  kingdom 
and  his  glory  should  advance  among  mankind  ;- 
that  if  all  the  good  effects  which  are  intended, 
to  result  from  the  dispensation  have  not  ia. 


this  time  taken  place,  at  least  so  many  of  them 
should  have  taken  place,  as  are  necessary  to 
establish  its  beneficent  object  and  character. 
Need  I  inform  a  Christian  that  thus  much  has 
been  strictly  fulfilled  ? 

There  is  no  very  serious  difficulty  in  this 
{subject,  if  we  take  care  to  separate  the  prophr 
ecies  which  ought  to  have  been  accomplished 
before  our  time,  and  those  which  ought  wo^  to 
have  been  so*  The  art  of  Mr.  English,  as  we 
have  seen,  consists  in  throwing  them  all  into 
one  confused  mass,  and  referring  them,  all  to. 
the  natural,  though  prolonged  life  of  a  single 
man.  Of  those  which  yet  remain  to  be  veri- 
fied we  ought  to  speak  vv4th  caution.  It  would; 
be  too  much  to  define  the  precise  facts  and 
states  of  society,  which  are  many  ages  hence 
to  fulfil  the  figurative  and  most  splendid  Ian-, 
guage  of  d^e  Jewish  prophets.  We  may  im- 
agine all  this,  and  there  can  be  no  harm  per- 
haps in  these  mere  excursions  of  fancy.  But 
the  conjecture  of  one  man  is  about  as  impor- 
tant as  that  of  another.— if  I  were  to  frame  a 
conjecture  upon  the  subject,  it  would  be  this^ 
The  Christian  religion  will  prevail  over  the 
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whole  earth  ;  and  the  state  of  society  will  be 
meliorated,  and  the  human  character  formed 
and  improved  by  its  principles.     The  Jews> 
when  the  cUp  of  their  deserved  affliction:,  is 
full,  and  the  period  of  their  exile  is  completed, 
will  be  re-established  in  their  ancient  country 
under  a  prince  of  the  lineage  and  perhap  £  die 
name  of  David.      Thev  will  be  Chrij^dans, 
the  -head  of  the  Christian  world,   and  their 
king    and    his    successors    the    most    dis^ 
tinguished  of  Christian  princes.     When  the 
M^orld  is  thus  brought  under  the  influence  of 
Christianity^  and  Jerusalem  is  made  the  prin- 
cipal seat  of  this  universal  religion,  then  the 
prophecies  relating  to  the  triumphant  state  of 
the  Messiah  on  earth  will  be  accomplished* 
Jesus  the  Mediator  of  the  new  covenant  will 
see  from  his  celestial  abode  all  human  beings 
worshipping  the  great  Jehovah  in  his  name  ; 
living  by  his  precepts,  preparing  themselves 
to  be  removed  by  death  into  the  immediate 
presence  of  himself  ?nd  his    Father,  where 
their  improvement  and  felicity  will  advance 
forever.     This  is  my  conjecture.     In  a  mat- 
ter of  mere  guessing,  I  suppose  my  authority 
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may  be  of  as  much  value  as  that  of  Mr.  Eng- 
lish himself. 

This  writer  in  summing  up  his  arguments 
•against  the  Messiahship  of  Jesus  of  Nazareth, 
has  condensed  the  substance  of  them  into 
these  four  principal  heads.*     1.  Because  the 
prophecies  admitted  on  both  sides  to  relate 
to  the  Messiah  were  not  so  plainly  and  sensv^ 
hly  accomplished  in  Jesus  as  to  prove  him  to 
4be  that  person.     2.  Because  Christians  have 
applied  predictions  to  him  which  were  not 
predictions  of  him,  but  of  some  other  person 
in  whom  they  had  previously  been  verified. 
3.  Because  Christians  have  applied  the  proph* 
€cies  not  in  their  simple,  and  literal,  and  nat- 
ural sense,  but  in  a  spiritual,  mystical,  meta- 
phorical sense.      4.  Because  admitting  thatt 
some  passages  of  prophetical  scripture  must 
be  figuratively  taken,   yet  Christians   apply 
them  in  a  ^trss^t  directly  contrary  to  the  import 
of  the  words  in  their  first  signification ;    and 
the  prophecies  thus  appealed  to  can  be  of  no 
^service  to  their  cause,  till  a  kingdom  of  this 
^orld  and  not  of  this  world,  contempt  and 
"^  Page  64,  note. 
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'adoration,  a  cross  and  a  throne,  Sec,  are  recon- 
ciled and  mean  the  self- same  thing.  It  is  for- 
tunate that  he  has  thus  brought  his  arguments 
into  one  view,  because  we  now  know  exactly 
the  points  which  involve  the  real  strength  of 
his  cause,  and  upon  which  he  himself  has 
placed  it ;  and  also  because  there  can  be  no 
pretence  that  the  material  things  in  the  book 
have  been  inadvertently  or  wilfully  overlook- 
ed. Now  if  I  have  been  successful  in  my  at- 
tempt to  refute  this  writer,  it  has  appeared  dis- 
tinctly, that  intelligible  and  undoubted  proph- 
ecies of  the  Messiah  were  plainly,  and  sensi- 
•bly,  and  completely  fulfilled  in  Jesus  of  Naza- 
reth ;-— that  predictions  w^hich  have  no  refer- 
ence to  the  Messiah  but  to  other  individuals 
are  of  no  value  in  the  case,  and  need  not  to  be 
alleged  ;-^that  the  same  thing  is  true  of  those 
which  apply  to  the  Messiah  only  in  a  mysti- 
cal and  spiritual  sense  ; — -that  a  state  of  suffer- 
ing and  a  consequent  state  of  triumph,  a  cross 
and  a  throne,  a  kingdom  on  earth  and  a  king- 
dom in  heaven,  arc  perfectly  consistent  with 
the  prophecies  of  the  Old  Testament  relating 
to  the  Messiah.    It  has  appeared  also,  that  this 
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foundation  of  Christianity,  strong  as  it  is,  is 
not  the  only  one  on  which  that  system  was 
placed  by  its  author ;  and  that  even  if  this 
could  be  shaken  by  infidels,  the  divine  au- 
thority of  the  religion  itself  and  its  obligations 
and  its  sanctions  would  remain  impregnable. 
Let  it  be  particularly  observed  that  as  we 
know  not  on  what  prophecies  of  the  Old  Tes- 
tament Jesus  himself  rested  his  claims ;  as  we 
only  know  that  he  constantly  appealed  to  those 
books  and  that  his  appeals  were  convincing  ; 
—it  is  enough  if  we  can  find  in  the  books 
to  which  he  appealed  any  clear  predictions  that 
without  doubt  were  verified  in  him.  This,  if 
I  mistake  not  has  been  done,  and  if  it  has,  the 
question  is  at  rest. 

I  have  endeavoured  to  furnish  an  answer  to 
this  book  that  should  be  level  with  the  appre- 
hensions of  all  readers.  There  was  no  occa- 
sion for  a  display  of  learning,  or  a  discussion 
of  nice  points  of  criticism.  It  is  indeed  a  sub- 
ject which  would  have  permitted  me  with  per- 
fect ease  to  scatter  over  these  pages  at  proper 
intervals  a  number  of  long  and  rough  Dutch 
names,  and  a  variety  of  Hebrew  and  Greek 
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quotations.  But  it  was  a  question  to  be  de- 
termined by  plain  facts  and  common  sense, 
and  not  by  authority.  It  is  probable  that  very 
few  of  the  sentiments  which  have  been  advanc- 
ed will  be  new  to  theologians  ;  and  to  theni 
my  excuse  is,  that  notwithstanding  Mr.  Eng- 
lish's pretensions  to  novelty,  I  was  compelled 
to  say  something  upon  a  subject  which  has 
long  been  exhausted.  To  other  readirs  they 
may  be  new  and  perhaps  useful. 

The  subsequent  part  of  the  volume  I  leave 
to  be  answered  by  those  who  think  it  worth 
their  while  to  repel  the  misrepresentations  and 
abuse  v/ith  which  almost  every  page  is  dis« 
graced  ;  and  who  can  restrain  their  indigna- 
tion more  effectually  than  I  can  do.  Let  any 
person,  who  feels  himself  staggered  by  the 
peremptory  tone  and  manner  of  Mr.  Eng- 
lish, take  the  New  Testament  and  read  it 
carefully.  Let  him  observe  the  originality, 
the  consistency,  the  strength,  greatness,  and 
excellence  of  the  character  of  Jesus,,  and  he 
will  know  how  to  estimate  the  charge  wiiich^ 
b  here  made  against  him,  of  intellectual  weak- 
ness  and  enthusiasm.     Let  him  read  what  is 
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said  of  St.  Paul,  and  what  he  himself  has  writ- 
ten ;  let  him  observe  his  disinterested  zeal, 
his  sincerity,  his  unconquerable  love  of  truth: 
4ind  of  his  Master,  his  unwearied  perseverance 
in  a  course  in  which  he  could  gain  no  earthly- 
recompense,  his  fearless  defence  of  his  princi-, 
pies  at  the  hazard  of  all  his  earthly  hopes  and^ 
enjoyments ; — and  he  will  be  ashamed  of  a 
man  who  can  repeat  that  despicable  Jewish 
slander  that  all  this  was.  the  consequence  of 
mortified  pride — that  he  abandoned  the  re- 
ligion of  his  fathers  because  the  High  Priest 
refused  him  his  daughter  in  marriage  !  Le^ 
me  put  this  home  to  Mr.  English.  Suppose 
some  person  who  thinks  as  unfavourably  of 
him  as  he  does  of  St.  Paul,  should  say,  "  I 
know  this  young  man  ;  his  ruling  foible  is 
vanity.  He  came  forward  as  a  preacher  ex- 
pecting to  be  received  with  the  most  enthu- 
siastic admiration.  His  expectations  failed 
and  in  a  fit  of  disgust  and  mortification  he 
threw  up  his  profession  and  published  this 
foolish  book."  Certainly  it  would  be  very 
wrong  to  say  this,  for  I  have  no  doubt  it  would 
be  unjust.     B,ut  Mr.  English  would  be  the 


129' 

last  person  in  the  world  who  would  have  a 
right  to  complain  of  the  injustice.  Let  him 
judge  then  of  the  emotions  of  a  Christian  at 
this  treatment  of  those  whom  he  delights  to 
reverence. 

A-  person  who  reads  the  New  Testament 
with  any  attention  will  find  himself  at  a  loss  to 
account  for  the  severe  censures  which  this 
writer  has  passed  upon  the  Christian  morality. 
He  will  see  nothing  there,  which  can  justify 
such  charges  as  these  ; — that  it  requires  man 
to  live  in  a  state  of  seclusion  from  society,  and 
to  subject  himself  to  the  most  rigorous  and 
unnecessary  mortifications ;  that  its  virtues 
are  those  which  divide  a  man  from  his  neigh- 
bour, and  plunge  him  in  melancholy  and  make 
him  useless  and  unhappy  ;  that  it  debases  the 
mind  with  overwhelming  fears  or  intoxicates 
it  with  visionary  hopes ;  that  it  makes  it  a 
crime  to  offer  to  God  a  heart  whose  affections 
are  shared  by  terrestrial  objects  ;  and  discour- 
ages the  institution  of  marriage  !  But  it  seems 
*'  it  is  to  no  purpose  to  deny  that  Christianity 
recommends  all  this  ;  I  say  it  substantially. 
does."     I  say  it  does!  Surely  this  writer  must 
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be  at  least  "  six  feet  high,  with  the  voice  of  an 
emperor,"^  and  a  heart  swelling  like  an  air 
balloon  with  vanity.  And  yet  notwithstand- 
ing the  tremendous  majesty  with  which  these 
words  are  pronounced,  there  are  those  among 
us  who  think,  that  this  is  a  representation  of 
the  Christian  morality,  the  impiety  of  which 
is  exceeded  by  nothing  but  its  absurdity. 

It  is  not  a  difficult  thing  for  a  dishonest  man 
who  examines  the  gospel  merely  fop  the  sake 
of  discovering  petty  discrepancies,  blemishes 
and  other  subjects  of  malignant  criticism  ; 
and  who  resolutely  keeps  out  of  sight  the  ex- 
planations which  have  been  given  of  them  by 
men  of  learning ;  tq  find  matter  enough  for 
his  purpose.  He  wi(l  find  many  errors  in  the 
common  version  of  the  bible ;  expressions 
that  are  obsolete,  expressions  that  are  fig- 
urative, obscure  allusions,  passages  sus- 
ceptible of  various  constructions,  idiomatic 
and  other  difficulties.  If  he  is  either  a  ma- 
lignant or  an  injudicious  critic,  he  can  repre- 
sent the  gospel  if  he  pleases  as  a  distorted  ob- 
ject of  terror  and  of  disgust.  But  this  species 
*  See  page  174. 
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of  hostility  in  the  present  improved  state  of 
theolo:^ical  information  is  understood  at  once. 
No  man  can  attempt  after  the  light  which  has 
been  thrown  upon  real  Christianity,  and  after, 
what  has  been  said  and  written  in  its  defence, 
to  deface  its  perfect  purity  or  destroy  its  influ- 
ence,— without  hazarding  his  own  reputation. 
It  is  indeed  a  system  of  admirable  wisdom 
and  excellence.  Human  nature  can  reach  no 
higher  perfection  in  this  world  than  by  acquir- 
ing its  real  spirit ;  human  society  can  attain  no 
greater  felicity  than  by  observing  its  precepts. 
It  is  true  that  it  has  been  misunderstood  and 
misrepresented  by  its  friends  as  well  as  its  en- 
emies ;  but  the  errors  of  Shakers,  Catholics, 
Calvinists,  or  any  other  denomination  of  Chris- 
tians, are  not  to  be  confounded  with  Chris- 
tianity, nor  to  be  respected  as  truths  fronfl 
God.  For  myself,  the  views  which  I  enter- 
tain of  this  most  benevolent  religion  have  filled 
my  heart  wdth  joy  ;  and  in  some  circumstances 
of  my  life,  as  I  desire  to  acknowledge  with 
gratitude,  have  saved  me  from  inexpressible 
ugony.     But  of  this  enough. 
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The  argument  from  authority,  is  not  of  it- 
self sufficient  to  ^cide  the  controversy  be- 
tween us  and  the  deists*  But  it  is  a  consider- 
ation which  ought  to  have  great  weight  with 
those  who  have  not  means  or  leisure  to  exam- 
ine the  evidences  of  Christianity  for  them- 
selves ;  that  some  of  the  greatest  and  best 
men  that  ever  existed  have  searched  this  sub- 
ject to  the  bottom,  and  have  declared  to  the 
world  and  to  posterity  their  most  solemn  con- 
viction of  its  divine  authority.  I  see  not  how^ 
an  argument  of  this  kind  can  be  repelled  by 
any  person  who  is  conscious  that  his  opposi- 
tion to  Christianity  is  not  the  result  of  suffi- 
cient and  impartial  enquiry.  He  ought  to 
suspect  himself  and  the  reasonings  of  ancient 
and  modern  infidels,  when  he*perceives  the 
religion  of  Jesus  embraced  by  such  minds — 
I  will  not  say  as  that  of  our  lamented  friend 
BucKMiNSTER,  because  it  may  be  insinuated 
that  his  eloquent  testimony  in  its  favour  was 
required  as  a  thing  of  course  by  his  profession, 
but — as  that  of  the  late  Chief  Justice  Par- 
sons, that  great  man,  who  saw  no  equal  a- 
monghis  countrymen,  that  incomparable  mind' 
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which    seized,    possessed,   enlightened,   the 
whole  circle  of  human  science.* 

Nos  tecta  fovebimus  ossa 
Violis  et  frond efrequenti 
Titulumque  et  frigida  saxa 
Liquido  spargemiis  odore.     Prud. 

While  men  of  this  character  are  eager  to. 
acknowledge  that  the  Christian  religion  is 
from  God  ;  can  there  be  anv  thing;  to  fear  from 
the  hostility  of  such  a  writer  as  Mr.  English, 
who  distrustinGi:  his  own  ability  to  assail  the 
gospel  with  success,  has  stooped  to  arm  him« 
self  with  the  envenomed  arrows  of  its  pros- 
trate foes  T 

With  respect  to  the  Jews  whose  sufferino-a 
have  excited  sg  much  of  this  author's  sympa- 
thy, and  drawn  from  him  so  many  bitter  in-, 

*  There  was  a  tract  written  by  Judgi:  Parsons  iri: 
defence  of  the  resurrection  of  Jesus,  wi.ich  I  was  oncvO 
permitted  to  see.     Tiie   scripture  teslinvonies  in  its 
favour  were  con^pared  and  canvassed  in  tlie  same  man- 
ner and  v.'ith  the  same  ability  with  which  he  v/as  ac«, 
customed   to  scrutiriize  testimony  in  judicial  causes,. 
If  this  manuscript  has  been  preserved,  I  cannot  but 
hope  that  his  friends  will  think  proper  to  give  it  to 
the  public  a 
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vectives  against  the  whole  body  of  Christians ; 
— while  it  is  impossible  not  to  pity  the  solita- 
ry and  degraded  condition  of  that  people,  it 
ought  not  to  be  forgotten  that  what  they  suf- 
fer is  a  righteous  judgement  of  God,  and  will 
be  the  means  of  rectifying  their  errors  and  re- 
storing them  to  the  divine  favour.  That 
Christianity  enjoins  or  encourages  their  perse- 
cution, is  a  groundless  calumny.  It  permits 
neither  injurious  actions  nor  an  uncharitable 
spirit ;  it  speaks .  nothing  but  benevolence. 
The  noble  mind  of  St.  Paul,  notwithstanding 
their  enmity  and  ingratitude,  never  forgot  that 
they  were  his  countrymen,  and  never  ceased' 
to  pray  earnestly  for  their  conversion  and 
prosperity.  It  is  the  duty  of  all  Christians  to 
follow  his  example.  The  Jews  did  what  was 
in  their  power  to  obstruct  the  progress  of  our 
religion;  they  failed;  they  have  dreadfully 
suiFered  for  their  hostility  ;  and  all  animosity 
should  be  extinguished.  They  have  an  un- 
questionable T^ight  to  their  opinions,  though 
these  opinions  are  errors  ;  and  a  Christian  who 
endeavours  to  degrade  them,  or  to  drive  them 
from  what  they  consider  their  strong  hold  by 
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foTce,  by  terror,  by  calumny,  by  any  othet 
method  than  fair  argument,  has  none  of  the 
spirit  of  his  Master,  and  deserves  not  to  bear 
his  name.  There  are  individuals  of  them, 
who  are  among  the  most  estimable  of  human 
beings,  and  who  would  do  honour  to  any 
country  and  to  the  most  improved  state  of  so- 
ciety. I  have  the  pleasure  of  being  known  to 
such  individuals  ;  and  I  am  happy  that  it  has 
fallen  in  my  way  to  pay  them  this  testimony 
of  my  respect;  and  I  hope  they  will  accept  it, 
if  this  book  should  attract  their  notice,  as 
some  apology  for  the  harsh  things  which  I 
have  been  compelled,  in  justice  as  I  think,  to 
say  of  their  nation. 

The  Jews  were  once  the  peculiar  people  of 
God.  The  facts  connected  with  their  history 
are  among  the  strongest  proofs  we  possess  of 
the  interposition  and  agency  of  divine  pro^^'i- 
dence  in  tlK  affairs  of  this  world.  They  pre- 
served for  centuries  the  grand  principle  of  our 
religion,  the  divine  unity.  They  are  the  spir- 
itual stock  on  which  we  have  been  grafted ; 
and  it  is  in  the  seed  of  their  ancestor  Abraham 
that  we  and  all  the  families  of  the.  earth  shall 
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iinally  be  blessed.  We  ought  therefore  with 
■Grotius*  to  pray  God — '*  ut  Judaeorum  men- 
tem  sua  luce  collustret,  et  efficaces  reddat  pre- 
ces  quas  ipse  Christus  jam  in  cruce  pendens 
pro  illis  fudit;'^-- -that  he  would  enlighten 
their  minds  with  his  truth,  and  make  tlie 
prayers  effectual  which  Christ  uttered  for 
them,  while  he  hung  upon  the  cross. 

*  De  veritatC}  lib,  v. 
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